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CHAP1'�R I 
PURPOSE. 'M1e study was desi�ned to discover the public 
school related values and att i t ud e s  of various groups of citi-
zens within Robinson Communi ty Uni t  Di strict 12, Robinson, 
Illi no i s .  Also, i t  was concerned wi th how well satisfied citi-
zens o f  the Robinson school d i s t rict were with their schools. 
Schools in the d i s t ri.ct i ncluded the following: 
Lincoln Grade School in Robinson 
Washington Grade School in Robinson 
Jefferson Junior High School in Robinson 
Robinson High School i n  Robinson 
Flat Rock Grade School in Flat Rock 
PorterYille Grade School in Portervi lle 
As explained i n  the cover letter accompanying the ques-
t i onnaire, the purpo s e  of the s t udy was t o  gather and analyze 
information concerning the community, not t o  ridi cule or praise 
any person(s) or group(s) i n  Robinson. The results of the 
study will be made avai lable to the ci tizens of Unit #2, in-
eluding the board of educat ion, school administrators, t each-
ers, s t udents, and others in the hope of promot i ng understand-
ing and conununication between the school and community. 
PLAN· A que s t i o nnaire was sent during the week of Octo-
ber 19, 1970, to approximately 373 people in Uni t  12 d i s t r i ct .  
nti• wa• a er•••-•e�tion or junior high and high •ehool stu­
dent• and adults in the •ehool dl•trict. A stamped eelt-
addressed return enYelope ace0111panied each queatiennaire. 
Below are the 12 �reup• giYen the que•tionnaire: 
1 .  Welfare Reelpient• 
2 .  Board ot Education 
3. Cler�en 
4. Teaehers 
.S· Administrator• 
6 .  Busine•smen and Professionals 
1· Junior High students 
8. High School Students 
9 .  Junior High Parents 
10. High School Parents 
11.  farmers 
12· Lay Citizens 
2 
11\e re•pondenta were instructed not to sign their que•-
tlonnalr•• in order to asaure anonymity. nieretore, it was 
hoped the reepondent• would teel tree to an•wer each que•tion 
as tully an4 as eandidly as p•••.ible. 
11te author had expected the return or a tew que•tion­
nalres due to indiYidual• haYing mo•ed from the district and/or 
not actually re•ldlng in the •choel dletrict. Se•en question-
naire• did tit thi• category. Six ot the ••••n were returned 
atter the tollow-up letter had been sent ao that there wa• no 
time to •elect additional indiYiduals to be •ailed que•tion-
nalre•· 
rollov-up letter• were mailed October 30, ,1, and 
NoYember 2, 1970. Copie• ot the coYer letter and que•tion-
nalre• are in Appendix B, and a copy ot the tollow-up letter 
la ln Appendix c. 
SA..�PLIKG PROCEDURES· Questionnaires were •ent to all 
member• ot two group•, board ot education member• and admln-
letrator•· Among the elergymen, que•tionnalre• were •ent to 
all •embers ot the Ho•p1tal Chaplain• A••oclation vhe re•lded 
in Unit #2· Twenty-five questionnaire• were made aYallable to 
the veltare group on the baei• ot diaeu•sion• with Mr· DaYld 
Newlin, director ot the Crawford County Department ot Public 
Aid, Robin•on, Illlnoi•· It was belieYed that the maximum 
number of people in thi• group who might complete que•tion-
nalr•• va• 25. 
In the remaining eight groups, a •Y•tem ot random 
eampling vaa ueed to obtain respondent•· Po•elble re•pondent• 
were numbered and then selected according to a series of random 
nunaber• listed by Murray R· Spiegel. 1 A• aft example, atter all 
teachers in the unit had been alphabetised and numbered eon-
•ecutiYely, the re•pondenta to the questionnaire• were tho•• 
who•e name• were choaen vlth the use ot random •ample number•· 
1 
Murray R· Spiegel, Schaum•� Outline .!! Theorr .!.!!! 
Preblem• ot Statistics, Schaum Publlahing Company, Nev York, 
1961, P· 'J?i9. 
SAMPLE· TWenty-fiYe questiennair•• were giYen to Mr· 
DaYid Newlin1 director of the Crawford County Department or 
Public Aid, Robineon, Illinois. Mr· Newlin agreed to try to 
.place the•e que•tionnaires in the hands of tho•• who were 
4 
aeJ-Yed by hi• department. However, he was unable to get any-
one to answer a queationnaire. 
JiYe ot the aeYen member• of the board of education vho 
rec•iYed que•tionnairea completed and returned them. 
Twenty-three •ember• or the Ho•pital Chaplain• A••ocia­
tion who were at the time ot the study in Unit #2 were aent 
queationaair••· SeYenty per cent of the m .. ber• or thi• group 
returned their eempleted questionnaire•· 
In eeleeting teacher• to include la the •ample, the 
name• of all full-time teacher• in the di•trict were alpha-
betised, numbered eenaecutiYely, and then choaen with the u•e 
of random •ample number•· Beginning with column fl, row 1, 
and meYlng downward, the la•t two figure• were u•ed with 100 
. 2 added to eYery eleYenth number. Porty que•tionnaire• were 
mailed to thie group with 68 per cent being returned. 
All eight •choel adllllniatrator• receiYed queationnalr•• 
with all eight being completed and returned. 
Name• ot bu•lnesamen and proteasionals were obtained 
trom Mr· Loula Black, preaident ot the Retail Merchant• Aa•o­
ciation. 11ti• •isth group not only included retail merehants1 
but also mana«er• ot indu•triea and banks, attorn•Y•t phyai-
elans, dentist•, chiropractors," and optometrl•t•· 'Ml• same 
method u•ed in •electing teacher• tor the •ample waa u••d ter 
thl• group. Beginning with colUn1n fl, row 1 and moYln� down-
ward, the first two figures were used with 100 added to eYery 
titteenth number. 3 Fifty queationnairea were malled to thi• 
group with only a )O per cent return. 
11t• name• of all junior high students in Jefferson 
Junior High School were alphabetized, numbered conaecutiYely, 
and then chesen with the use ot random sample nuabers- Begin­
ning with column #6, the author read the �ir•t three figure•, 
and then worked horizontally to the right. After uaing all the 
figure• in the top row, he began again with column f6, rev 21 
4 
and moYing to the right. 'Mlirty questionnaire• were giYen 
to atudents with 80 per cent returned. 
The same method was used tor high achool atudenta with 
again 'o questionnaire• being used and 77 per cent returned. 
'nl• same number• were uaed as in the junior high greup escept 
each three figures were read from right to lett, esample 628 
4 
6 
(junier high), 8!6 (high •cheol).5 
Seleetion of junior high school par•nta in the district 
vaa the aaae aa in the junior high etudent group. After the 
number of janior hlgh •tudenta had been •elected, parent•• 
name• were taken from the •am• li•t of junior high studenta. 
'Mle aaae methed uaed in picking theae student• wa• continued 
with the parent• except now each time a •tudent•• name vaa 
6 cho••n th• queationnaire went to hi• parent. 11llrty quea-
tlonnair•• were mailed with 4' per cent returned· 
Selection of high aehool parent• va• the ..... •• that 
for the high acheol atudent group. After the nu11ber of ••nler 
high atudenta had �••n aeleeted, parents• name• were taken 
fro• the aame llat of aenlor high atudenta. The .... method 
uaed in piekiRg th••• •tudent• vaa eontinue• with the parent• 
except new each time a atudent'• name va• oh•••n the que•tlon• 
naire vent to the parent.7 11lirty queatleanairea were aent 
with 47 per cent returned· 
EYery attempt vaa made to limit to one the number of 
questionnaire• •ent to any 1 .. ediate family. ror example, 
atter the junier high atudenta• name• were chosen, no brother 
' 
Ibid•t P• ,49. 
6 
Ibid., P• ,49. 
1 
Ib14., P• 349. 
or •i•ter in junior high or •enior high or parent of the•e 
student• was eho•en t•r the •ample. Thi• elimination preoe•• 
wa• used with eaeh group. 
7 
Names ot tar.er• in the di•triet were obtained trom the 
local Fann Bur•••· Beginning with column # 1 ,  row 1, the author 
read the tir•t three figure• and then worked horizontally to 
the right.
8 
Fitty questionnaire• were mailed and '6 per cent 
returned. 
Names of tho•e who were included in the tinal group, 
lay eltizen• ot the •chool district, were eho•en trOll the 
Yoter reg�•tratien list• obtained from the County Clerk ln 
Robin•on. Beginning with column fl, the author read the tir•t 
three tlgure• and then worked horisontally te the right.9 
Forty-tour per cent ot the que•tionnair•• were returned. 
DESCRIPTIOW OF REnJRNS· '"1.e que•tionnaire• were com-
pleted and returned by almo•t one-halt ot the re•pondenta. 
Table 1 indicate• the specitie fttJlllber and percentage ot que•-
tionnaire• returned. In •ix of the re•pecttYe group•, oYer 
one-halt of the que•tiennalre• were returned& board of educa-
tion, clergymen, teacher•, administrators, junior high •tu-
dents, and high school students. 
TABLE 1 
NUMBER 01' QUESTIONWAIRES MAILED AND PERCENTAGES 
RETURNED ACCORDING TO GROUPS 
Number of' Number of' 
Questionnaire• Queatiennaire• 
Groap• Meile• R•turned 
Velf'ar• Recipients 2.S 0 
Board of Educatien 1 5 
Cler«YJDen 23 16 
Teacher• 40 27 
Ad.mini•trator•a 8 8 
Busine•smen aftd Prof'•••iena1•50 15 
Junior High student• ,o 24 
High Sehool student• ,o 2) 
Junier High Parent• )0 1) 
High Sehoel Parent• )0 14 
rarmer• so 18 
Lay Citizen• .so 22 
TOTAL )7) 185 
a 
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Percentage 
Retun1ed 
o.o 
71.0 
70.0 
68. 0 
100.0 
)O . O  
ao.o 
77.0 
4l-0 
47.0 
)6.o 
44.o 
49.6 
Although all eight que•tionnaire• were markecl a• admin­
i•trators•, one que•tionnaire wa• returned with inf'o ... tien 
vhlch did not correepond to inf'ormatlon obtained f'rom th• unit 
euperlntendent f'OI" the purpose Of Terif'ieation. 
CHAPTER II 
DESCRIPTION OF THE RF.SPONDENTS 
Bef•r• examining specific opinion• about condition• in 
Unit #2 aehoola a• expresaed by the reapondente, it ia nec••­
sary to deacribe the indiTidual• and group• which re•ponded to 
the queationnaire. 'nlese respondent• will be deacribed accord­
ing te income, age, type ot reaidence, educational attainment, 
number of children in the family attending achool, leng-th ot 
realdence in Rebin•on, achool attended, and aember•hip ln club• 
and organisation•· �or a more thorough breakdown of th••• 
categori•• according to specific group•, see the corresponding 
table• in Appendix A· 
RESPO�D�NTS1 FAMILY INCOME· First, 2 . 7 per cent indi­
cated the family income va• beiov $3000 a year, 1fhile 8.1 per 
cent had income• ranging from $3001-$6000. In the $6001-$9000 
income leTel vere 21. 1 per cent of the reapendenta. Tventy­
••T•n per cent earned $900 1-$12,000 , with 10 . 8  per cent in­
dicating an income of $12,001-$15,000. In the $15,001-$259000 
bracket were 15 . 7  per cent, while 4.9 per cent earned sz5,001-
$,5 ,ooo. Only one indiTidual said that hi• family had an in­
co•e oYer $,5 , 000. ( See Table 68 in Appendix A. ) 
9 
10 
Due to the fact that teachers, administrators, and 
clergymen comprised a high proportion or the respondents, the 
incomes and their percentages may net reflect a true picture 
ot the incomes in the school district. 
AGE OF TRE RESPONDENTS· Second, 10. 8  per cent or the 
respondent• who answered the questionnaire• were under 14 year• 
of age, while 14. 1  per cent were 14-19 years or age. SeYen per 
cent were in their twenties, with 14. 6  per cent in their thir­
ties. In the forties were 26.5 per cent, and 16. 2  per cent 
were in their tittles. SeTen per cent were 60 year• or age 
and oTer. (See Table 69 in Appendix A.) 
RESPONDENTS' TYPE OF RESIDENCE· 111ird, 9, . 5  per cent 
or the reapondent• lived in a houae. Only 1.6 per cent liTed 
in apartment• and 1.1 per cent resided in trailers. All mem­
ber• or the board of education, admlniatrators, junior high 
and high school student•, and junior high and aenior high par­
ent• liTed in houses. All ot the ministers, businesS111en, and 
tanner• who reaponded to the question also resided la heuaes. 
Among the teachers, 24 lived in houses, one in an apartment, 
and two in trailers. SeTenteen lay citizens resided in houaea, 
while two had apartments. (See Table 70 in Appendix A.) 
Also, 77 . 8  per cent ovned their residences, while 1 5 · 7  
per cent were renters. (See Table 71 in Appendix A·) 
RESPONDENTS' LF.VEL OF EDUCATION· Fourth, 12 . 9  per cent 
of the respondents had completed some �rade school, while 2. 7 
11 
per cent were eighth grade graduates. In the •some high 
achool" edueatienal level were 14. 1 per cent, with 20 per cent 
graduating from high •chool. 'nlirteen per cent had •CMm• col­
lege, but 28. 6  per cent had college degree•· Several re•pend­
ents had received other training, such a• pharmaceutical train­
ing, trade school, buainess college, and ••cretarial college. 
(See Table 72 in Appendix A·) 
Due to the tact that teacher•, administrator•, and 
clergymen comprised a high proportion er the re•pondent•1 the 
level• or education and their percentages may not reflect a 
true picture or the educational attainment or the citisene or 
the school district. 
NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN RESPONDENTS' FA.�ILIES· 11le n\1111-
ber or chil�ren in the tamilie• or respendent• ranged from none 
to tour. Eleven reapondent• indicated they had a ehild who was 
in kindergarten. Forty-two had one child, 18 had two children, 
2 had three childreR, and 1 had teur children in grade acheol. 
�itty-•even respondents •tated there were junior high student• 
in their families. Fifty had one junior high child, while aev­
en had two •uch students. Fifty-six reapendents had one child 
in high school, with 20 having two high school students and 4 
reported they had three high aehool age children. Nine stated 
they had one Lincoln Trail College student in their tamili••• 
Thirty-aix respondents reported there were children in their 
tamilie• who did not tit in any ot the already mentioned 
12 
categerl••· Som• ot the other• reported lnelu•ect the tollov­
ingi pre-•ohool children, retarded children, and unlY•r•lty 
•tudent•· (See Table 7' in Appendis A· ) 
RESPOWDKln'S' LEKGTR or RESIDENCF. IN ROBINSOW· Re•pond­
ent• lndieated they had r••ided in Rebin•on trem le•• than ene 
year to 20 or more years. Only 4 . 9  per eent had liYed in 
Robinson le•• than one year. Li'f"ing in Robln•en ene-three 
year• were 10 . 6  per cent ot the re•pondent•• while ·10 . ,  per 
cent had re•ided there tor tour-•eYen year•· Spending 8-11 
year• ln Robln•on were 10 . e  per cent, with 9.7 per cent r••id• 
ing there tor 12-15 year•· Reporting 16-19 year• re•ldence 
were 11.9 per o•nt, while 32.4 per eent had ll••d in Robln•on 
for 20 years or more· (See Table 74 in Appendls A·) 
RESPOKDEtfTS' ATTENDANCE IN ROBINSOK SCHOOLS· Aceerding 
to the reault• to the que•tion which a•ked it the re•pondent• 
had attended •ohool in Robineon, 48.6 per oent of the re•porMl• 
ent• had attended achool in Robinson, while 45 . 6  per cent had 
not. (See Table 15 in Appendi� A-) Ot tho•e vho did attend 
school in Robinson, ,7. 5  per cent vent to the crade •chool, 
44 . 4  per cent vent to the junior high school, and 27. 8  per 
cent attended the high •chool. (See Table 76 in Appendix A· ) 
RESPONDENTS' MEMBERSHIP IN CLUBS AND ORGANIZATIONS· 
Ot the re•pondent• Who re•ponded to the que•tion, 54.6 per 
cent belonged to clubs and organisations in Robin•on, with 
,s.9 per cent claiming no member•hip in any organisation or 
club. (See Table 77 in Appendix A·) Clubs and organizations 
in vhieh respondents reported memberships included the follow-
ing: 
Elka 
Rotary 
Mason• 
ltiwanis 
v. ,.. w. 
Crawford County Opportunities 
Cravf'ord County Country Club 
Ministerial Associatien 
Robinson Western Saddle Club 
Hi•torical Society 
Boy Scout Council 
p. T· A· 
Beta Sigma Phi 
Job's Daughters 
Homemakers• Extension 
Coin Club 
Teen-Age Republicans 
City Planning Connission 
fellowship of Christian 
Athletes 
Church organizations 
Horaeshoe Club 
RESPONDENTS' POLITICAL PREf'ERENCE· 
Moose 
Lions 
Shrine rs 
Jaycee• 
Chamber or Coaneree 
War Dad• 
American Legion 
Hoepital Chaplain•' 
Aaaoeiation 
Junior Women's Club 
Girl Scout Council 
A· A· u. w. 
Embrau Valley CB 
Club 
Little Lea�e 
�-R 
Camp Fire Girl• 
Lincoln Trail Trailer 
Club 
Library Board 
Oak Glen Golt Course 
In regards to politics, 
40.5 per cent or the respondents indicated they were moderate•· 
Alao, 28. 1  per cent aaid they were slightly conserYatlYe with 
5.4 per cent stating they were Yery eonserTatiYe. On the other 
hand, l0.3 per cent or the respondents were slightly liberal and 
9.7 per cent were Yery liberal. (See Table 78 in Appendix A·) 
CHAPTER III 
OPINIONS EXPRF.SSF.n RY THF. J:tESPONDEN1'S 
RESPONDF.NTS' AWAJ'ffNFSS O'F nJFFT- f'lf.N1' GROUPS' OPINIONS 
ABOUT SCHOOLS IN RORINSON· Since t h i s  project was primarily 
based on the respondents• opinions regard ine the s chools i n  
Uni t  12 school d i strict ,  i t  was important t o  know how well 
these people communicated these opi n io n s  t o  o t her people in 
the d i strict and vice versa. For this reason five groups were 
chosen because they are a part of the funct ioning school system 
and they have a wide vi s i bility or exposure to a large number 
of people who live in the d i strict. 
Nei ghbors• Opinions 2.f. Schools· TI1is group was cho sen 
because it was assumed there were many backyard or over t he 
fence d i scussions i n  which a person generally felt free t o  
express hi s opinion about almos t  any topic without fear o f  
retribution. However, this a s s umpt i on d i d  not prove t o  be 
true of nei ghbors in the school rl i s trict. h�ile almost one­
half of the respondents beli eved their nelP.hbors regarded the 
schools favorably , a lar�e number did n o t  know how their neigh­
bors felt. This latter f P,elin� mRy be due to the following 
reasons: ( 1 )  they d i d  know how their neighbors felt, but d i d  
not want t o  speak in behalf of them; (2) the i r  neighbors• 
views were mixed, i. e. t here w�re some positive and some 
15 
negatiYe; and ()) they did not know their neighbor• or did not 
speak to them about school•· 
nie re•ult• of Table 2 indicated that almost a• many 
respondents did not know or l•ft the answer blank as belieYed 
their neighbor• regarded the school• f"Yorably. HoveYer, there 
were aeme respondents who felt the opinion va• untaYorable. 
While no group had a majority of its members feeling 
the nei�bers • opinion was untaYorable, five groupe did haYe 
a majority believing it was faYorable: board or education, 
teachers, administrators, buaineasmen and professiona l s ,  and 
junior high parents. It was interesting to note the taYorable 
responses by the businessmen because there were no unfaYorable 
ones and twice a• many were favorable as were did not know and 
blank. Because businea•men are often in a position to meet 
maa� people and to talk with them, these responses may be 
accurate reflections of their neighbors• •pinions, or they may 
indicate the reluctance or the businessmen to react untaYorably 
toward the schools in a questionnaire that wi l l  be available to 
I 
the public . Ir these response• are accurate, then many of the 
criticisms levied against the schools Yia the Robinson Daily 
News are exaggerated. 
TABLE I 
RESPONDENTS' AWARENESS 01 NEIGHBOR�' OPINIONS REGARDING SCHOOLS IN ROBINSON 
Group• Opini•n• 
P'aYorable Unf'aYorable Do Not �ev No Reaponae 
Humber Pereent Number Percent Number Percent Numb•r Percent 
Schoo 1 Board ) 60 . 0  1 20 . 0  1 20.0 0 o . o  
C l•rf':'ymen 8 50 . 0  1 6 . 2  5 ,1. 2 ! 12. 5 
Teachers 14 51. s 2 ? · 4  11 40 . 7  0 o . o  
Administrator• 5 62.5 1 12. 5 1 12. 5 1 12 • .s 
Bu sines a men 10 66.7 0 o.o 4 26. 7  1 6. 7 
J. H .  Students 8 )) · 3  2 a .  'J 1) .S4- 2  1 4 . 2  
H .  s .  Students 8 ')4. 8  1 4 . )  14 60 . 9  0 o . o  
J .  H ·  Parent• 8 61. 5 2 1 .S ·  4 ' 2'.). 1 0 o. o 
H .  s .  Parent• 7 .so.o 1 7 . 1  6 42.8 0 o . o  
Farmer• 8 44. 4  2 11. 1 5 27 . 7  ' 16. 7  
Lay C i t i zen• 9 40 .9 4 18.2 6 27. '.) ' 13 . 6 
TOTAL 88 47 . 6  17 9. 2 69 )7 · � 11 .S· 9 
� 
°' 
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'lbe eon•ensus among those teacher• who added c omments 
was that moat or their neighbors lmow Tery little about the 
school•· Consequently, the•e teachers belieTed that the optn-
ion was taTerable and that the opinion would be unt'aTorable it' 
the constituent• in the district wou ld see the c onditions in 
the echool• during the day. A• one teacher wrote on his ques-
tionnaire, •11tey haTe not been inside a Robinson school t'er 
the past 15 year• during the actual school day. 11\ey do not 
realize the change• that need to be made. •  
FaTorable comments from the different groups included 
the :folloringr 
Board !!! Education 
1 .  Most people I know feel all the •chool• are 
aboYe average. 'I11ere is always room t'or 
improYement. 
2. Moat neighbor• ha•• gone or haYe children 
who are going to the Robinson school • ·  Par­
ents and elder children haYe gone te college 
and graduated and so are pleased with their 
backgrounds· 
Admini•trator• 
1.  Indifferent would be more appropriate. 
High School Students 
1. 'Ibey like our t eachers and our football 
teams and our lunch , etc . 
2 .  Those who haYe children in the echool• seem 
to be satisfied with the education ottered. 
Taxpayers vho do not haTe children think our 
school• cost too much. 
,. They consider the curriculum as aboTe aTerage 
and the teachers likewise. The buildings 
them•elves are le•• than desirable, howeT•r· 
Junior H igh Parent• 
1 .  Bu t  they belieY• we need a • eparate junior 
hi�· 
High School Parents 
1. I belieYe they feel that in general we haYe 
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a good school ,  but they haYe their crit1ci8Dl• 
the sane a• we do.  
2. Th• high •chool band 1• the be•t in the county. 
Farmer• 
The sports are not quite a• good as they should 
be. 'Ihe cour••• ottered are excellent but they 
ahould stre•s more yet in spelling trem grade 
through high •chool.  
1.  We think our children have a better than 
aYerage education bat aren't keeping pace 
with better techniqu••·  
UnfaYerable comnaenta from the ditterent group• included 
the follovin«: 
Beard !!! Education 
1 .  Ne leadership from superintenden t 1  breach 
between teachers and board -- no comnunica­
tion -- alienated press and radio.  
Clergl!en 
1° Bu• situations - unfaYorable .  p .  T· A· - doe• 
not do anything. Administrator not liked. 
Teacher• 
1 .  'Ihe feeling i s  unfavorable because teacher• 
are paid too much, young people are too 
destructiYe, administrator• are paid too much, 
and students do not appreciate witat they haYe• 
Ad!Diniatrators 
1 .  '!be Ceeling i s  unfavorable becauae ot jealousy 
-- too diff icult to make good grade•· 
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Junior High Students 
t .  Some of my neighbors talk about u s  haYing 
too many rules and too many strict teacher•• 
H igh School Students 
1 .  I think our neighbors realize what a •eri­
ously oTercrovded •ehool we haye. There are 
other citi zens , howeTer , vhe OYerlook thi• 
and other problems becau•e the tax•• would 
ri• • ·  '111e kids in our neighborhood aren ' t  
allowed to ride the bus without paying $ 1 5  
per semester. Ve liYe It miles away f l"Onl  
the school; no one c loser than 1t mile• is  
allowed to  ride without charge. 
Farmer• 
1. Number or unwed mother• in attendance ,  @] ope 
problem s ,  lack or discipline. 
2. Too much money spent on •chool aclminlstr!­
tera , •pecial c lass teachers and •upply. 
La7 C it izen• 
1 .  Most •eem to be satisfied with the teacher• 
but not the administrator• or the way thing• 
are run. 
2 .  Of course you hear �rip• • ·  "Too tar out . •  
Too much emphasis on spec ific things : mu•ie , 
athletic s ,  grade• , etc . 
) . 'Ibey feel our schools are OTerc rovded. 
Summary· !! Neighbors • Opinions .!!!_ Schools . In sunnary, 
fiTe times as many re•pondent• be lieYed that their neighbor• 
had a taYorable opinion about the school• as did those vho 
belieYed their neighbors • opinions to be unfavorable. HoweYer, 
1 
In direct quotation•, mistakes or incorrect word s ,  
mla•1ng word•, and mi••pelled words were corrected ln bracket•· 
AbbreYiatiens were retained in their original form. 
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becau•• almoet one-halt did not know or did not an•w•r the 
que•tion, there may not be much Yalidity in the percentage•·  
'nl• number ot po•itiYe coJmBent• was about the same •• the num­
ber ot negat1Ye ones and the t emperament ot the po•itive and 
negatiYe conanent• appeared to be about the •ame , too.  
Churches • Opinions or School s .  Churehee haYe a wide 
Yi•ibility and are in a position to hear many opinion• regard­
ing a number ot •ubjec t s ,  including education and the local 
school a .  '111eretore, it was belieYed that the respondent s ,  
particularly i f  they attended a church , might lalov how the 
churches telt toward the local school s .  HoweYer, this aeaump­
tion was incorrec t .  While lea• than one-half ot the respond­
ent• believed the churches did have a taYorable opinion toward 
the schools , oYer one-half did not know or lett the an•wer 
blank· 'Ibis latter teeli� may be due to the tolloving reasonei 
( 1 )  belief in the separation ot the church and stat e ,  and , 
therefore, school atfairs were not diacussedJ ( 2 )  contl1ct1ng 
opinions within the same congregation would tend to negate the 
other•a position; and ( 3 )  feeling that churchea are place• to 
reconcile ditterences rather than to accentuate them. 
'111e results ot Table 3 indicated that most respondent• 
did not know or lett the answer blank than believed the church•• 
were taYorable in their opinions toward the school • ·  'lbere were 
some reepondents who �elt the opinion was un�aYorable .  
Ot the 1 1  groups ,  only 4 indicated by a majority that 
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the churehe• did feel taYorable toward the school • i  board of 
education, c lergymen, administrator• , and junior high parents .  
TABLF, ' 
RF.SPOJfDENTS' AWARENESS OF CmJRCRES'  OPINIONS REGARDINr. SCHOOLS IN ROBINSON 
Group• Opinion• 
P'aYorable Unf'aYorable Do Not Know No Reaponse 
Number Pereent Number Percent Number Perc ent NU18ber Percent 
School Board 4 ao. o 0 o . o  1 20. 0 0 o . o 
Clergymen 9 56 . 2  1 6 - 2  4 25. 0 2 1 2 . 5 
Teachers 8 29 . 6  1 3 . 7  18 6 6 . 7  0 o . o  
Administrator• 8 100 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 
Bu•ines•men 7 46 . 7  1 6 . 7  6 4o . o  1 6 . 7  
J. H· Student• 1 0  41 . 7  0 o . o  13 ;4 . 2 1 4 . 2  
ff ·  s .  Students 7 30. 0 0 o . o  16 69 . 6  0 o .. o 
J. H. Parents 7 .S::J . 8 0 o. o 6 46. 2 0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parent• .s 3 .5 · 7 l 7. 1 8 .57 - 1 0 o . o  
rarmers 6 , , _ ,  1 .S· 6 8 44 . 4  :J 16 . 7  
Lay Citisene 9 40. 9 1 4 • .5 9 40 . 9  ' 1 ) - 6  
TOTAL 80 4, . 2  6 3 . 2  89 48. 1 10 5 . 4  
N 
N 
raTorable comnent• trom the different group• included 
the following: 
Board ot Education 
...... 
1 .  11'l e  churches try t o  help the schools with 
their programs and rac ilities.  
Teachers 
1. Many of the members are active in regard 
to education t 
Junior High Students 
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1 .  'Mtey are like my neighbors . 'nley don ' t  com­
plain about anythin� and seem to like the 
•rstem. 
2. Most churches feel all schools are for the 
good of eTery child.  
3 ·  They think that we should haTe a junior high 
•chool -
High School students 
1 .  They don' t  teach any conflict ing idea•·  
2 .  'nley don ' t  complain, except for the thefts. 
3 .  Most o f  the time they are pleased with the 
extra act iTities to keep kids eut or t rouble .  
4 .  I don ' t  know how a l l  churche• feel but our 
church i s  proud of our achool.  
High School Parents 
1. Most churche• offer recognition or the stu­
dent to the members or their church. 
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  Willin� t o  co-operate with schools on 
•chedullng aetiTities.  
2. The teelin� is favorable except tor c rowded 
conditions in the junior and senior hi� and 
traffic condition• at Washington Schoel.  
UntaTorable co111111ents from the different groups ine luded 
the tollowingi 
Clereymen 
l· Need of freedom o f  religious prayers and 
views in schoo l s .  
2 .  The church of whi c h  l ' m a member believes 
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i n  separation of c hHrch and state. Church 
matters and not schn o l  mat t e rs are dealt with 
there -- j u s t  Rible . 
Teachers 
1 - Too liberal for the "Bible Belt " to di�e s t .  
They haven ' t  �iven i n  t o  the idea that churches 
need to c hange also. 
High School Students 
1 .  Some churches dislike some c ou rse• in s c i ence, 
ex - :  evolution, t hat are taught. 
Farmers 
1. Teacher� do not set good example s. Thi s  once 
was a definite quali fic a t i on for a good t eacher· 
Lay Cit i �ens 
1 .  They feel our children are so bunched up 
they can not get as much as they should out 
of their education. 
Summary 2! Churc he s •  Opinions of Schools. In sU111111ary, 
of the responden t s  who offered specific opinions about the 
churches, only a few believed the churches• opinions toward 
schools in Robinson were negative. However, less t han one-half 
felt the churches were favorabl e ,  but more than one-half d i d  
not know o r  did not answer the question. 
Teac he rs•  Opinions of Schools. Teachers were c hosen 
because they are employeci by the schools and, therefore, 1 t 
vas important t o  know l1ow they felt t o ward the school and i t s  
2 5  
condition• · Also , t eacher• and their families made up a •i••• 
able part ot the di•trict • •  population. 
As noted in Table 4 a little more than one-third ot the 
re•pondenta belieYed the majority or teaeher• regar4ed the 
•ehools ta•orably , while only a little more than ene-halt ot 
that number telt the feeling va• untaYorable .  11te re•t ot the 
re•pondent• were noncemmittal. Of the 11 group• , only l had 
a majerity of their member• marking faYerablei board of eduea­
tlon, admini•tratora, and high •chool •tudenta . 11le two par­
ent group• were equal in the number ot member• who belleYed the 
teachers regarded the schools fa•orably and untaYorably. It wae 
intereating to note how the teacher• belieYed their colleague• 
telt toward the aehool•·  The teacher• were diYlded ln their 
opinion•· 'nli• would indicate that when teaeher• do not agree 
about how they teel ,  it  wou ld make it  quite ditticult tor 
admini•tratora and the board of education to eatabli•h policy 
which i• directed toward pleasing the teacher•· Alao , it would 
make it difficult tor citizens in the c onnunlty to get a clear 
picture ot the teachers• sentiment or ot what i• going on in 
the •choola.  
TABLE 4 
RESPONDENTS' AWARENESS OF TEACHERS' OPINIONS REGARDING SCHOOLS IN ROBINSON 
Groups Opinions 
1aYorable UntaYorable Do Not Know No Response 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
School Board 4 ao . o  1 20. 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l ergymen ) 1 8 . 8 0 o . o  10 62.5 ' 1 8 . 8 
Teachers 11 40. 7  10 37 . 0  5 16.5 1 ) · 7 
Administrators .5 62.5 0 o . o  2 25. 0 1 12.5 
Auainesamen 4 26. 7 1 6. 7 9 60 . 0  1 6. 7 
J. " ·  Students 1 1  45. 8 4 16. 7 7 29 . 2  2. 8 . J 
" · s .  Students 1) 56 . 5  5 21 . 7  5 21. 7 0 o . o  
J. H. Parente 4 ) 0 . 8 J 23 . 1  6 46 . 2  0 o . o  
"· s. Parent• 4 28. 6 J 2 1 . 4  7 50. 0 0 o . o  
farmers 4 22. 2 2 1 1 . 1 10 55·5 2 1 1 . 1 
Lay CitiEens 4 18. 2 7 ) 1. 8  8 )6. 4 ' 1) . 6  
TOTAL 67 )6 . 2  )6 19·5 69 37· 3 1, 7. 0 
N 
°' 
FaYorable e oanente from the dirrerent groups included 
the following: 
Board of Education 
-
1 .  One usually work• where he i •  happy . 
Teacher• 
t. 'nlere are some problem• but many feel that 
th••• are being worked out .  
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2 .  Comparable with other school they haY• taught 
tn. 
Junior High Students 
t .  Me•t ot' the [.1]unior f h] igh t eacher• t'eel 
R . · J .  H ·  s .  is run wetl and like our •yatem. 
When I was in grade •chool the t eachers wottld 
always talk ··about how lucky we are to �· to 
•ehool in Robinson. 
I f  they didn ' t  like the •Y•tem they wou ldn ' t  
be working there. 
H igh 5ehool Studenta 
t .  Mo•t t eachers reel that the Robin•on •chools 
haYe a high regard tor edueatien. 
2. I think •ome think i t  i •  unt'aYorable beeauae 
ot' lack or some equipment in the •chools 
vherea• other teachers are very ve l l  aati•fied 
with the system. 
3 ·  Actually mixed. ni e  younger teachers don ' t  
appreciate the Bureaucratic Eatabliahment and 
i t s  oppoaition to si�ifieant change . 
UnfaYorable comments from the different group• 1nclu4ed 
the following: 
Ttacher• 
1 .  'Mlere are oYerc rovded conditions , 18th Cent . 
teaching methods uaed, poor audio-visual aid • ,  
poor •tandard o t'  d i acipline and the need tor 
more new programs on both elem. and high school 
leYel [s] . 
2 .  Teachers c ompare Robinson with schools that 
haYe newer buildings o r  programs . 
3. Entire system is stagnan t !  
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4. Admini strators don ' t  hack teachers. Could 
be a broader curricu lum. Should haYe better 
discipline. 
5· Working with these problem• and conditions 
each day gives them a better insight into 
the problem s .  
Junior High Students 
1 .  ntey c omplain �ot and scold when they 
•houldn • t .  
H igh School Students 
1. 'Mte younger teachers and also older teachers 
who are not set in their way• ••• the problems 
and attempt to help solYe them. 'lbe Student 
Counc i l  tries to get the administrators off 
their duffs , but fails miserably. 
2 .  Since the teachers seem to feel that some 
school organization is needed to represent 
them with the school board , it seems their 
attitude is unfavorable. 
3· 111ere i s  a lack of interest among the 
teachers from what I s e e .  
4. I get the impression that they think c lasses 
are too long. They feel student interest 
i s n • t  what it should be. 
Junior H igh Parent• 
1 .  Lack of communication between teachers and 
school board. D i a e ipline problem s .  
2 .  A s  for the working conditions I feel they 
think the scho o l s  are pl easant , but I think 
they expect too much pay and gratitude for 
Yery little effort. 
High School Parents 
1 .  Unfavorable administration and lack of respect 
and disc ipline from studen t s ,  mostly in the 
high scho o l ,  not grade schoo l s .  
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1. No backing from the admini•tration. SCShool 
board makes rule• , but glYe• no mean• tor 
enforcing them. GoYernment program• are 
awarded money whleh l•n • t  u•ed tor the program 
but i •  u•ed to pay o�t debt s .  
2 .  Salary and adminl•tration -- bl« grip•• · 
LI.% Clt l aen• 
1. C011Plalnt• aired at board meetlnga, etc . 
2 .  They want too much change too quickly. Change 
1 •  good, but the younger one• don•t want to do 
their •har e s  o.J n discipline or any dutl•• out­
side of c l• • • ·  
3 · s .... a• it the teacher• want more •upport and 
backing from the adminlatratlon. 
4 .  They feel they haYe too many children in eaoh 
ola•• and can not apend aa much t ime with eaoh 
aa they would like. 
5 ·  We feel that the c ommunity could afford t o  
proYld• a higher standard o r  education. 
Sunmary .!! Teachers • Opinion• !!!. School • ·  While a 
little more •han one-third or the reapondent• felt that the 
teacher• had a taTerable opinion t oward the •chool • ,  almo•t 
one-halt did not know or left the an•ver blank. Ot the re•pond-
enta who added comment• to their anawer, more or thoae an•ver•d 
negat1Yoly than did taYorably. 
Student • •  Opinion• !.! School s .  Du e  to the tact that all 
achool policie• directly or indirectly affect student• ,  it va• 
important t e  know how •tudent• re�arded the •chool•· Al•• • 
aince •cboola exist tor the purpo•• of helping student s ,  their 
opinions should be quite important. About twice a• many re•pond­
ent• belieTed the student• regarded the •ehoola taYorably •• felt 
the opinion was untaYorabl e .  A considerable number o r  reapondenta 
were uncommitted · In the junior high group, not quite one­
halt of the respondente indicated the students regarded the 
schools untaYorably while only one-fou rth belieYed there va• 
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a faYorable opinion. In the high school group, not quite one­
halt felt the re•ponae from students would be unfaYorabl e ,  but 
almost one-halt belieYed it was faYorable· 
As noted in Table S, junior high student• and parent• 
were in accord and high school students and parent• were in 
agreement . 'nl• untaYorable feel ing by junior hi�h students and 
parents vaa probably due t o  the oYerc rovded conditions that exist 
in the junior high school , the busing of the junior high •tudents 
between the high school and junior high school tor classes , mix­
ing of junior high atudenta with senior high students in the 
senior high building, and the old building used as a junior high. 
TABLE 5 
RESPONDENTS' AWARENESS or 51UDENTS ' OPIKION5 REGARDING SCHOOLS IN ROBINSON 
Group• Opinion• 
faYorable UntaYorable Do Not !Cnow No R••pon•e 
Number Percent Number Pere ant Number Percent Number Perc ent 
School Boa rd 4 80. 0 1 20. 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l •rP.'YTften 8 .so . o  0 o . o  4 2 5. 0  4 25. 0  
Teachers 12 44. 4 6 22. 2 8 29. 6 1 ,. 7 
Admini atrator• 5 62. 5 0 o . o  ) 37 . 5  · o o . o  
Bu•lne••men 12 80. 0 1 6. 7 1 6. 7 1 6 . 7  
J .  H ·  Student• 6 25. 0 1 1  45. 8 6 25. 0 1 4. 2 
H .  s .  Students 11 47. 8 9 39. 1 2 8. 7 1 4.3 
J. H .  Parent• 7 53. 8  5 ) 8. _5 1 7 . 7  0 o . o  
H. s .  Parent• 1 .so. o  ' 2 1. 4  ) 2 1 . 4  1 7. 1 
rarmer• 7 38. 9 4 22. 2 4 22. 2 ' 1 6 . 7  
Lay C it i zens 10 45. 4 1 4. 5 6 27 . 3  5 22. 7 
TOTAL 89 48. 1 41 22. 2 ,a %0. 5 17 9. 2 
\,.) 
.... 
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FaYorable comnents trom the different groups included 
the following s 
ClerSI!!•n 
1. from my centact with atudent s ,  �hei} •accept• 
the school with only what might be called 
•normal" amount ot reb�llion. 
Teachers 
1. Mo•t •tudents haYe not been in other •chools 
and it is difficult tor them to make a com­
pari•on. 'Mley are satisfied to be with friend• 
in class. 
2 .  They don ' t  complain about the lack of educa­
tion and many ot them do attend college and 
auceeed Yery well. 
Junior High Students 
1. 'nlere are buses to ride and food t o  eat at 
lunch ao you von • t  haYe to go home. In our 
•choola there are also many opportuniti••· 
2. You get to wear anything you want. 
High School Students 
1. Conditions haYe improYed greatly in ju•t the 
past year or two, but there are •till •ome 
things students would like t o  see changed, 
tor example, more freedom t o  use the library. 
2 .  Fa•orable now, becauae of the dre•• code 
change, the intercom sy•tem addition, and 
seYeral other changes made thi• year. 
)• Partly mixed. Respect the quality ot the 
faculty but dislike the Eatablishment . 
4. We don ' t  haYe a dr••• code and we haYe time 
to talk during elasses (aemetime s t ) .  
Ranking high on the list ot untaYorable comments by the 
different group• was the oYercrowded conditien that exists in 
the junior and senior high school•· Ot the respendenta who 
explained why they belie•ed the student s •  opinion to be unfa-
Yorable, almost one-half mentioned the crowded aituatlon or the 
de•ir• for a new junior high •chool building. Other unfaYor­
able comments from the di fferent group• included the tollowingz 
Board !!. Education 
1 .  Lack of comnunieatien and perml••iYe attitude 
of principal • ·  
Teacher• 
1. students are neYer happy no matter what you 
giYe them -- they alway• want more -- lt ie 
their nature. 
Junier High Student• 
1 .  11\e food and teacher s .  
2. 'l1ley a l l  try to tear thing• up. 
High School Students 
1. Th• student• f e e l  the schools are oYerorovded 
and the t eaching methods are not •atlsfaotory. 
2. There are not enough eour•e• and not enough 
room becau•e of the junior high. student• 
need a student lounge with pop and candy bar•· 
)· Periods are too long. 
4. 11tey don ' t  like the admini•tration. 
5 ·  Nearly eYery student I know condemn• hi• 
scho o l .  It may be a fine school but juat the 
idea of school makes him feel he must condemn 
•omething about i t .  I 've heard that c la•••• 
are too long, building• are unattractiYe , 
t eachers are seemingly disinterested, and , of 
eour•e, the food c omplaints. 
Junior High Parents 
1 .  I believe the majority of children resent 
authority and do not bend to discipline. 
H igh School Parents 
1 .  [S] tudents think teachers let personal feeling• 
enter in grading. 
:rann.ers 
1 .  11tey would l ike an open campu s .  
Lay C it i zen• 
, .. 
1 .  11tere is a lack ot c ommunication and under­
standin«" between •tudents and administrator•· 
Summary � Student s •  Opinions � Schoo l • ·  Respondent s 
telt that student• general ly had a faTorable opinion toward the 
schoo l• in Robinson. Twice as many respondents bel i eTed the 
students bad positiTe feelings as belieTed they had negatiYe 
one•· HoveYer , a rather large number or respondent• did not 
know or did not answer the question. One of the moat common 
rea•ons vhich respondents felt explained the way students re­
garded the schoo l s  was the overc rowded conditions round in the 
junior high scheol .  
Busine•smen•� Opinions � Scho o l s .  'Mli• group was 
chosen becau•e the member• are often in a position t o  haY• 
wide public contact and po•sibly time t o  diacuss a Yariety ot 
subjects with their cu•tomere or c l ients .  According t o  the 
results in Table 6 ,  almo•t one-halt of the re•pondent• beli eYed 
the businessmen felt taYorably t oward the •choola vhile al•o•t 
the same number ot re•pondenta did not know or did not respond 
to the que•tion. A few belieYed the opinion was untaYo rable .  
EYery re•pondent but one in three group• , bu•ineesmen, 
board , and admini•tratora , indicated the buainea•men were taYor-
ably inclined toward the school•· On the other hand , oYer one-
half ot the respondent• who did not know how the bu•lnea8men 
telt were trom the following group• t teachers, junior high stu­
dents, and high school student•· 'lb• reason• tor the large num­
ber et uncomnitted reapendenta may be due to the tact that bu•i­
neeemen are reluctant to criticize apee itic indiYidual• or 
school• ae a whole tor tear ot antagonizin� people directly 
connected with the school, i ·  • ·  board of education members, 
administrators, teachers, and parents of students. 
TABLE 6 
RESPONDENTS '  AWARENESS OP BUSINES�N' S  OPINIONS REGARDING SCHOOLS IN ROBINSON 
Group• Opinion• 
:raTorable Unf'aYorable Do Not �now No Respon•e 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
School Board 4 ao . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  
C lereYm•n 5 31 . 2  0 o . o  8 50 . 0  3 18. 8 
Teacher• 12 44 . 4  1 3 . 7  1) 48. 1 1 3 . 7  
Admini•trator• 7 87 . 5  0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  
Bu•inessmen 14 9,., 0 o . o  0 o . o  1 6 . 7  
J .  a .  Students 6 25 . 0  ' 12 · .S  14 .sa. 3 1 4 . 2  
H ·  s.  student• 4 17 . 4  2 8 . 7  17 73 . 9  0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 6 46 . 2  2 1 5 . 4  5 38. 5 0 o . o  
u. s .  Parents 6 42 . 8  2 1 4 . ,  6 42. 8 0 o . o  
Fa nae rs 6 ,, . , 1 .5· 6 9 50 . 0  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay Citizen• 12 54 • .s 1 4 . .s 5 22 . 7  4 1e . 2  
TOTAL 82 44 . )  1) 7 . 0  78 1+2 . 2 12 6 . 5  
\,,,) 
0\ 
raYorable c omments from the different group• included 
the following: 
Botrd !! Education 
1 .  In most case• busine•emen haYe backed the 
•chool• Ylth their ti•• and money. 
Teacher• 
37 
1 .  11tey do not really care about the student• '  
education. What was good enough for �rand­
Cather 1• good enough for their •on•, if it 
co•t• money . 
2 .  At lea•t few •••m t o  become inTolTed until 
this year when some organization• are helping 
out in some in•tanc•• -- football game• ,  
career night . 
Junior High Students 
1 .  The bu•inessmen haYe to do bu•in••• with the 
•chool and regard the •chool faTorable .  
Admini•trators 
1 .  Bu•ine•ftlen are more influenced by a faYorable 
tax structure than the true quality of the 
•chools .  
Lay C it isena 
1 .  Mo•t don 't  seem to be intere•t•d enough to 
find out but have concluded eTerything i• 
okay . 
UnfaTorable comment• from the different groups included 
the followi�t 
Clergimen 
1 .  I haTe heard few expres•iona one way or the 
other, though I haTe heard that bu•ine•ftlen 
would like a change of admini•tration. 
Junior High students 
1 .  11tey think ve •hould haTe a junior high •chool 
more than a community center• 
) 8  
Hlgh School Students 
i .  Most feel that the •chool ls tor all practi­
cal purpo s e s  no more than a tax burden. 
�armers 
1 .  11l•Y don • t  l ike the way thing• are run. 
Coaches catch more c riticism than re«Ular 
teacher• • 
Summarr !! Businessmen•� Opinions !! School•·  stx times 
as many respondents bel ieYed that the bu s l ne s amen had a �aYor-
able opinion about the school• as did those who belieYed the 
buaines smen • a  opinion• to be unfaYorable· HoweYer, almost one-
halt did not know or did not answer the question. 'nle number 
ot positi•e c omments vaa about the same as the number or nega-
tiYe one• and the temperament ot the poetti•e and negati•• 
co111ntenta seemed to be about the same , too . 
SUMMARY· Respondents felt that of the ftYe dttterent 
groups , the students were the No•t ta•orably inclined toward 
the schools in Robtnaon. After students , neighbor• were the 
moat faYorably inc lined and then businessmen, churche s ,  and 
finally teacher•· On the other hand, the reapondent a felt 
that ot the tiYe group• , student• were also the moat untaYor-
ably inclined toward the school • ·  After atudent a ,  teacher• 
were the •o•t untaYorably inclined and then ne ighbors , bust-
neaaaen, and then church••· 'ftle belief about the atudent•' 
and '••ehera• oplnion a ,  both faYorable and unfaYorable one s ,  
••Y -· 4u• to the tact that theae two groups were more Yisible 
wts•� •chools were dlscuaaed. A l a e , the estating condition• 
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mentioned on page JO at the junior and senior high schoo ls may 
haYe contributed to the reported opinion• about the schools.  
RoweYer, exc ept tor the oplnlon about the atudents , a 
large percentage or the respondent• d i d  not know how the 
different groups felt about the schools or left the answer 
blank· Perhaps an explanation for this wae that the respond• 
enta did not know many membe rs or the group• or that schoo l s  
in Robinson were not d l acua aed that often for the respondent• 
to haYe formed an opinion about how others belieYed. 
RF.SPOWDENTS' RELATIONS VI'Mt DIFrERENT SCHOOL•RELATED 
GROUPS IN ROBINSON· Since the respondents were asked i f  the 
opinion or Yarioua groups within the c ommunity was faYorable 
or unfaYorable, another set of questions determined how wel l  
the respondents knew some o f  theae groups and other•· 
Respondents• Acquaintanceship with School Board Me•ber•· 
About the same numbe r of respondents knew the board of eduea­
tlon member• fairly well a• did not know th ... at a l l .  SeYeral 
respondent• said they knew the board of education member• Yery 
we l l .  
Only the school board had a majority o f  i t s  member• 
stating they knew the board very wel l .  A l l  of the aehool 
admini atratora knew the board members to aome degree, but of 
the teacher respondent s ,  slightly over a majority of them knew 
the board member• to some extent but a good nUB1ber of them did 
not know the board or education at a l l .  None o f  the students 
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said they knew the school board members very w e l l .  Howev e r ,  
one-half of the junior hiRh studen t s  knew the members fairly 
w e l l .  Almo s t  a l l  of the high scho o l  students indicated they 
d i d  not know the board members at a l l .  The ma jority of the 
parents said they knew the board members to some extent but 
only a few knew them very wel l .  Th e  farmers and lay c i t i zens 
were almo s t  evenly � i vided as to whether they knew the members 
t o  any degree o r  whethe r they knew them at a l l .  
A s  apparent i n  Table 7 ,  only the board of educ ation 
knew the members very w e l l .  'Ml i s  wa s r e a s o n ab l e  s inc e they 
work together on the board as a who l e and in small board conunit­
t ee s .  However, it s e eme<l s i gnificant that even the administra­
t o rs and t eachers indicated they did not a l l  know the ir employ­
ers very wel l .  A l s o ,  among the sturlen t s 9 i t  was evident that 
when the students pet i t i o n  the board on some m a t t e r ,  such as 
open c ampu s ,  they were not speakinp, to friends or people they 
knew but merely to a position or o f f i c e .  F.ven among the peopl e 
who e l e c t ed the board of educ ation members , i t  was s1Rn1ficant 
that they did not know the peopl e f,,r wh o•., t h ey voted and 
elec t erl to speak for them in edu c a t i o n a l  affa i r � .  !<1or <l i d  many 
o f  th e s e  c i t i z 1? n s  a t t e nd board o f  ecluc a t i 0n m e e t i n� !'S ·  
very f P. w  d i d  p:o t o  t h �  111 c e t i nP.� · 
In fac t ,  
TABLE 7 
RE SPONDENTS ' ACQUAINTANCESHIP WITH SCHOOL BOA�D MEMBERS 
Group• Aequaintaneoship 
Very Well l'alrly Well Not At All No Re•ponse 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent NU111ber Percent 
School Board 4 80. 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Clergymen 1 6 . 2  s ) 1 .  2 9 S6 . 2 1 6 . 2  
Teacher• 6 22 . 2  10 3 7 - 0  10  37 . 0  1 3 . 7  
Admlnl•trators 4 so . o  4 .so. o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Busine•9111en 4 26 . 7  9 60. 0  1 6 . 7  1 6 . 7  
J. ff. students 0 o . o  12 50. 0  1 1  4 .S · 8 1 4 . 2  
H .  s .  Student• 0 o . o  4 1 7 . 4  19 82. 6  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parent• 0 o. o 8 61 . 5  4 )0 . 8  1 1 · 7  
H. s .  Parente 2 14. ) 7 50. 0 4 28. 6 1 7 . 1  
Farmer• 2 1 1 - 1 6 )). ) 7 '.)8. 9 ' 16 . 7  
Lay C iti aen• 1 4. 5 1 1  .so . o  6 27. , 4 1 a . 2 
TOTAL 24 13 . 0  71 4 1 . 6  71 )8 . 4  l� 7 . 0  
� 
.... 
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One junior high student who said he knew the board of 
education members fairly well explained , "We l l  enough to know 
how stubborn they are and that they do what they want -- not 
what we want . "  
Summary � Respondents • Acguaintance•hip with School 
Board Members . More respondents did not know the board of 
education or did not respond than indicated they did know the 
members of the board t o  some extent . The only group which 
lmew the board very we l l  was the board members themselves. 
Respondents• Acguaintanceship with School Admini stra­
tors.  Slightly over one-hal f  of the respondents indicated 
they knew the school admi nistrators fairly wel l .  Almost 
twice a• many •tated they did not know the adminiatrators or 
did not re•pond t o  the question as knew them very wel l .  
A s  evident i n  Table 8 ,  a l l  but one administrator felt 
they knew the other administrators t o  some degree. All of the 
board of education also knew the school administrator• to some 
extent. All of the teachers but a few knew the administrators 
but quite a few did not know them at a l l .  The parents were 
almost evenly divided but there were more high school parents 
vho did not know the administrators at a l l  than junior high 
parents who did not. The farmers were almost evenly divided 
although there were a few more who did not know the adminl•tra­
tors or did not respond than knew them. More lay c it i Eena knew 
the school administrators than did not .  
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r rom the reapon•ee i t  appeared that the admlnl stratora 
dld not haYe enough contact with high school parents. On•­
halt ot the high achool parents •aid they did not know th• 
admlni atratora at a l l .  The retore , it aeemed that both par­
ents and admini•trators needed to make more ot an ertort to 
meet each other and t o  talk with one another both formally and 
informally. 
TABLE 8 
RESPONDENTS ' ACQUAINTAJfCESHIP WITH SCHOOL ADMINI STRATORS 
Group• Aequaintance•hip 
Very Well rairly Well Not At A l l  No R••pon•e 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
-
School Board ' 60. 0 2 4o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 
C l e rgymen 1 6 . 2  8 50 . 0  6 3 7 . 5 1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 0  37 . 0  1 .5  � 5 - 6  2 7 . 4  0 o . o  
Administrator• 6 7 5 . 0  1 1 2 . 5 1 12 . 5  0 o . o  
Bu•inesamen 2 1 3 < J  10 66. 7 2 l'.3 · 3 1 6 . 7  
J .  ff .  student• 0 o . o  1 .5  6 2 . � 8 ,, . , 1 4 . 2  
u .  s .  student• 1 4 . ,  13 .56 • .5 9 39 . 1  0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 2 1 5 . 4  7 .S3 ·  8 ' 23 . 1  1 7 . 7  
B. s .  Parent• 1 7 . 1  5 3 .5 · 7 1 50 . 0  1 7 . 1  
ranaer• ' 16 . 7  5 27 . 8  1 )8. 0 ' 16 . 7  
Lay C i t i Een• 0 o . o 14 6, . 6  5 22 . 7  ' 1) . 6  
TOTAL '.) 1  16 . 8  9 5  51 . 4  47 2 5 . 4  12 6 . .5 
.t;:" 
.t;:" 
Sypmary !..!. Re•pondent • •  Acguaintance•hip with School 
Administrator•· Ju•t OYer one-half of the respondent• said 
they knew the •choel administrator• fairly well.  However, 
there were more who did not know them or did not re•pond than 
knew them Yery wel l .  None of the junior high •tudent• o r  lay 
citizen• knew the administrator• Yery wel t .  
Re•pondent • '  Aequaintanee•hip with High School Teacher•· 
Slightly oTer one-half of the reapondent• indicated they knew 
the majority of the high •chool teacher• fairly wel l ·  Bu t  
OYer twice a• many did not know them at all or did not reapond 
than knew them Tery well.  Member• of  the •chool board , t each­
er• , admlnl•tratora, and student• said they knew the high 
•chool teacher• to •ome extent . However, c lergymen, buaine••­
men, parent • ,  fal'lller• , and lay citizen• appeared not te know 
the high •chool teachers. As eTident in Table 9 ,  student• 
lalev the teacher• much more than did the parents. 
'ftle gap between parents and teacher• might reflect the 
fact that there wa• no organi zation, such a• the p .  T. A· which 
would haYe fostered c omnrunication. Some thin«•• such a• the 
open house,  extra-curricular actiYitie• ( football and ba•ket­
ball gamea )  did bring •ome parent• to the achool, but appar­
ently they did not bring enough parents and other adults to 
the •chool or the parent• were more concerned with obaerYing 
their children perform in these actiTitie• than in conYersing 
with teacher•· On the other hand, there were probably a large 
nu•ber ot teacher• who did not attend many er all ot th••• 
r.netion•· 'Mterotore , eommunieation wa• not po••iblo •inc• 
teacher• them•elYe• were not present . 
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A• tar a• the ether adults were eonceftled, it wa• po••i­
ble they were not parent• and had no direct reaaon tor wanting 
to know the high •chool teacher•· 
While the majority ot the teacher• lndieated they knew 
the high achool teacher•, tho•• who did not may not c .. e ln 
contact with them becau•e or the following rea•ona s  geography 
alone ( teacher• eould be tr .. Flat Rock, New Hebron , or Pertor­
Yllle ) and not all teacher• belonged to the C01m1Unlty Unit 
Teacher• Education Aaaoeiation. In tac t ,  while not all teacher• 
belonged to •h• aa•oeiation, some belonged but did not attend 
the meetlnc•· 
TABLE 9 
RESPONDENTS' ACQUAINTANCESHIP VYTR HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS 
Group• Aoqualntance•hip 
Very Yell :rairly Yell Not At All No Re•pon•• 
Number Jlereent Nwaber Ptl"C._nt Numb_er _ _P-.nent Number Percent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  4 80 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  
Cler�en 0 o . o  ' 1 8 . 8  11  68. 8 2 1 2 . 5 
Teacher• 9 '.)) . ) 13 48- 1 4 14. 8 1 '.3 • 1 
Adm in 1 at ra tor• 2 z.s . o  .s 62 . 5  1 12 . .s 0 o . o  
'Bu•in•••men 0 o . o  8 .S'.3 · 3  6 4o. o 1 6 . 7  
J .  ff. Students 2 8 . 3  17 70 . 8 4 16 . 7  l 4 . 2  
H.  s .  Students s 21 . 7  1 8  7 8 . 3  0 o . o  0 o . o  
J. H .  Parents 0 o . o  1 53· 8 5 '.)8. 5 1 7 . 7  
ff .  s .  Parents 1 7 . 1 5 '.3.S· 7 7 .so . 0 1 7 . 1  
rarmer• 1 5. 6  4 22. 2  10 55 · .S ' 16 . 7  
Lay Cltl sens 0 o . o  1 1  .so. o  8 '.)6 . 4  ' 13 . �  
TOTAL 21 1 1 . 4  95 .s1 . 4  56 '.)O. ) 1) 7 . 0  
� 
"'2 
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Su.natl !!. Re1pondent • '  Acguaintance•hip with High 
School Teacher• · Th• majority or the reapondenta knew the 
high achool teacher• to aome deer•• · HeveTer, there were 
quite a tev who did not know them at all er did net reapond . 
'Mlere were ne c l ergymen, buainean1en, junior high parenta , or 
lay eitl aena who knew the majority of the hi«h achool t eacher• 
Yery well. 
Rt•pondenta• Aogualntanceahip with Junler High Teaoh•r•· 
Net eYen one-halt et the reapondenta knew the •ajorlty of the 
junier high teacher• fairly vel l J  hoveYer, a alight majerlty 
ot the reapond.enta did know them to aome exten t .  Cloae t o  one­
halt did not know them at all or did not reapend to the quea• 
tlon. 
Aa neted in Table 1 0 ,  moat ot the atudenta indicated 
they knew the teaohera , particularly the junior hlgb atudenta .  
But there were fever parents who knew them. Th• junior high 
atudenta probably did know the junior high teacher• better than 
did the high achool atudent a becauae aome of these atudenta aay 
Yery well not haYe gone to the junior high school in Roblnaon. 
student • who attended the high achool but liYed in �lat Rock 
did not go to the Jefferson Junior High but did go to the ••Y­
enth and eighth grade• in Flat Roc k .  Therefore , theae atudenta 
would haYe had no contact with the Robinson junior high teacher• · 
A• mentioned earlier, there vaa no organiEation, auch aa the 
p .  T. A ·  which could ha•e rostered meeting• between parent• and 
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teachers. 11teretore, it was under•tandable that student• veuld 
haYe kn0¥11 the junior high teacher• better than their parents.  
EYen .. ong the t eacher re•pondents,  a third did not know the 
junior high t eacher• or did not respond to the que•tien. 
TABLE 1 0  
RESPONDENTS' ACQUAINTANCESHIP WITH JUNIOR HIGH TEACHERS 
Group• Acquaintanceship 
Very Well J'alrly Well Hot At All No Re•pon•• 
Number Percent Number Pereent Number Percent Jllumber Percent 
-
Sehool Board 0 o . o  5 100 . 0  0 o. o 0 o . o  
C ler�en 0 o . o  1 6 . 2  l:J 81 . 2  2 12 . .s 
Teacher a 6 22. 2  12 44. 4  7 2 5 . 9  2 7 . 4  
Administrator• 2 2 .s . o 4 .so . o  2 25. 0 0 o . o  
Bu•inessmen 0 o . o  8 .S3 · 5 6 4o . o  1 6 . 7  
J.  H.  Student• 16 66 . 7  7 29 . 2  1 4 . 2  0 o. o 
ff. s. Student• ' l:J. O  12 ,2 . 2  7 , o . o  1 4 . ,  
J .  H ·  Parents 0 o . o  6 4 6 . 2  6 46 .  2 1 1 · 1 
ff .  s .  Parents 1 7 . 1  4 28 . 6  9 64 . )  0 o . o  
farmers 2 1 1 . 1 ' 16 . 7  11 61 . 1  2 1 1 . 1  
Lay Citizens 0 o . o  8 ,6 . 4  1 1  so . o  ' 1 ) . 6  
TOTAL ) 0  1 6 . 2 70 ) 7 . 8 7:J ,9. 5 12 6 • .s 
\J\ 
0 
Summary !!. Respondents• Acguaintanceship with Junior 
High Teacher•· While a al ight majority of the respondents 
knew the junior high teachers to some •xtent , a large number 
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ot them did net know the•• teachers at all or did not respond . 
None or the school board members , cl er�ymen, bu•lnes811ten, jun­
ior hi«h parent• , and lay c iti zens knew the junior high teach­
er• Yery wel l ·  
Re1pondent a •  Acquaintanceship with Elementary School 
Teach!r• · Aecordin� to Table 1 1 ,  oYer one-halt or the respond­
ents knew the elementary school teachers to •0111• extent. How­
eYer, there were quite a few vho did not know them at all or 
did not r••pond to the question. 
All member• of the school board said they knew the 
elementary •ebeol teachers as did the junior high studewt• ·  
A majority of the clergymen, high echool student•,  junior high 
parents, and tarraer• did not know these teachers er did not 
rea�nd to the question. 'Ml• elementary school teachers may 
not be knoYll due to the turnoYer among the elementary teacher•· 
TABLE 1 1  
RESPONDENTS ' ACQUAINTANCESRrP VI'nJ ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
Group• Acquaintanee•hip 
Very Well "•1rly Well Net At All No Re•pon•• 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Humber Percent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  4 so . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  
C ler,zymen 0 o . o ' 18. 8 1 1  68. 8 2 12 · .5  
Teachers 5 18. 5 1 3  48. 1 7 2 .5 · 9  2 7 . 4  
Administrators ' 3 7 · 5 ' 37 . 5  2 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  
Busines1n11en 1 6 . 7  7 46. 7 6 4o . o  1 6 . 7  
J. H ·  Student• 8 ,, . , 16 6 6 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o  
ff. g .  Student• 1 4 . )  10 43 . 5  12 52. 2 0 o . o  
J .  H ·  Parent• 0 o . o  s ,a. 5  8 61 . .s 0 o . o  
ff.  s .  Parent• 2 14 - )  6 42 . 8  6 42. 8 0 o . o  
Fanner• 2 1 1 . 1 4 2 2 . ?  10 .55 · 5  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay Citizens 2 9 . 1  9 40. 9 8 3 6 . 4  ' 1 ) . 6  
TOTAL 2 .5  13 · .5  80 43 . 2  7 0  37 - 8  1 0  .5 . 4 
"" 
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S!p!!!arY !!. Re•pondent•• Acquaintanceship with Elemen­
tary School Teacher•· While a majority ot the respondent• 
knew the elementary •chool teachers , there were a number who 
did not know them at all or did not an•wer the que•tion. 
Surpriaingly, only the school board members and junior high 
students stated they all knew the elementary achool teacher• ·  
5) 
SUMMARY· Respondents indicated they knew the •chool 
admini•trators more than they did the members of the other 
four groups. After administrator• , high school teacher• were 
the be•t known and then el  .. entary •chool teachers , board ot 
education members, and junior high teacher• laet.  
In order to encourage the acquaintanceship of echool 
board members , admlnietrators, and teacher•, it wa• recommended 
that the board might •poneer inf o:rwal meeting• among th••• 
three group•· Al•o, teacher• , ad.mini•trator• , and the •cheol 
board might haYe planned actiYities at th••• informal meeting• 
that veuld lead toward the intermingling ot the three group• · 
It might be pos•lble to hold tour of these meeting• per year 
with the expen•e• being mutually shared by the •chool board and 
Community Unit Teachers Education As•ociation. 
RESPOlfDENTS' KNOWLEDGE o� LINES o� COMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
GROUPS· Solution• to problems among people can be solYed only 
when there 1• cennunication. It i• more difficult to di•llk• 
•omeone ene really knows than it i• to  dielike a stranger .  It 
the re•pon••• to the following que•tlon• indicates there was 
poor c0111111Unieation then all parties need to take an aet1Ye 
part in bridging this gap. 
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Re•p2ndents •  Knowledge !!.!. Line• !!,!. Co111111Unication !!!­
tween Students .!.!'.!! Te9chers· Almoet two-thirds o� the re•pond­
ents belieYed there was effeetiYe e oawunication between the 
students and teacher• · About the same number or respondents 
said this eorm:nanicatlon did not exist a• said they did net 
know or made no respon•e to the que•tion. A• eYident ln Table 
12 , all of the groups except the school board , clergymen, 
and high school parents �elt this communication did exist.  
TABLE 12 
RESPONDENTS' DOWLEDGE Oii' LINES o:r COMMUNICATION BETWEEN S'ro'DENTS AND TEACHERS 
Groupe Lin•• ot C ommunlcatien 
Y•• •  U•ually Ye•, Some- No , Rar.ly NeYer Do Not No Re•ponse 
tiae• Know 
Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent -
Sebool Board 1 20. 0 1 20. 0 1 20 . 0  1 20. 0 1 20 . 0  0 o . o  
C lergymen 4 2 5 . 0  4 2 5 . 0  1 6 . 2  0 o . o  6 37. , 1 6 . 2  
Teacher• 1 2.S ·  9 1) 48.1  ' 11 . 1 0 o . o  2 7 . 4  2 7 . 4  
Administrator• ' )1 · 5  2 2 5 . 0  1 12 . 5  0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  
Buainta811len 3 20. 0  7 46 . 7  1 6 . 7  0 o . o  3 20. 0  1 6 . 7  
J .  ff.  Student a 1 29. 2  11  4.S- 8 6 2 .s . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
H ·  s .  Student• 4 1 7 . 4  12  52 . 2  6 26 . 1  0 o . o 1 4 . J  0 o . o  
J .  H ·  Parent• 2 1 .S - 4  1 53 . 8 4 30 . 8  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Parent• 2 14. )  4 28. 6  4 28. 6  0 o . o  4 2 8 . 6  0 o . o  
J'armer• 2 11 - 1  9 .50 - 0  ' 1 6 . 7  0 o . o  2 11 . 1  2 11 - 1  
Lay C itl atn• 6 !7 - )  6 27 . 3  0 o . o  0 o . o  7 )1 . 8  ' 13 - 6  
TOTAL 41 22 . 2  76 41 . 1  ')0 16 . 2  1 o . .s 28 1.5 · 1 9 4 . 9  
""' 
""' 
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Summary !! Respondent s •  ICnowl edge � Lines !!.. Communi• 
cation Between Students and Teacher• · While nearly two-third• 
of the respondents felt there was errective comnunication be­
tween the •tudenta and teachers , there were some who belieYed 
there was not . ntere were also some who did not know or did 
not answer the queation. Both students and teacher• indicated 
they belieYed these lines or communication exi sted between 
them. 
Re spondent s •  Knowledge !!.. Lines or Communication �­
tw1en Teachers Arut School A<tmin istrato rs . Le• •  than one-half 
or the respondents belieTed there was ettectlYe c ommunication 
between the t eachers and administrator•· About that many did 
not know or did not answer the question , while some felt there 
wa• not efrectiYe connunication between the two group•· 
According to Table 1 3 ,  almost e•ery group except the 
junior high students indicated they believed there wa• not 
etrectiTe communication or they did not know. ETen the teach­
er• and administrators did not agree among the••el•e• on a 
definite opinion about thi• c ommunication. This seemed te re­
flect the respondent•' opinions about the t eacher•' feeling 
toward the schools .  A• it may be recalled ,  the opinion was 
mixed· 'Mlerefore , something •hould be done on a formal level 
to to•ter communication between teachers and administ rator• · 
Teacher• should attend school board meetings , it at all po••i­
bl•· Also it appeared that neither the board member• nor the 
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teacher• felt the administrator• were repre•entlng the t each­
ers to the board and Ylee Yer••· Since the adminietrator• were 
the immediate bo•••• of the teacher• , there should be good 
c ommunication. If this did net exi • t ,  then lt was almoet im­
po••ible to hope tor a 91Dooth runnin� organi zation. 
TABLF. 1 )  
RE SPONDENTS ' KNOWLEDGE OF LINES O F  COMMUNICATION BETWEEN TF.ACRERS AND ADMINISTRATORS 
Group• Line• of Comnunication 
Yes , Usually Yes , Some- No , Rarely NeYer Do Not No Response 
t imes !Cnov 
Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 2 4o . o  1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o l 20. 0 0 o . o  
C l ergymen 1 6 . 2  ' 1) . 8  2 1 2 · 5 0 o . o  8 50 . 0  2 1 2 . 5  
Teacher• 3 11 - 1  12 44 . 4  9 3:3 . 3 1 '.) .  7 0 o . o  2 7 . 4  
Administrators 2 25. 0 ' 31 · 5 1 12 . 5  0 o . o  2 25 . 0  0 o . o  
a.tsinessmen ' 20 . 0  2 13 . 3  4 27 . 7  0 o . o 5 ) J . J  1 6 . 7  
J .  ff .  students 10 4 1 . 7 6 2 .s . o 2 8 . 3  0 o . o  F. 25 . 0  0 o . o  
H .  s .  students 2 a . 1  6 26 . 1  4 1 7 . 4  0 o . o  1 1  47 . 8  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parent• 2 1 5 . 4  2 1 5 .  4 2 1 5 · 4  0 o . o  1 53 . 8 0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parent• 1 ? · 1  4 28 . 6  1 7 . 1  0 o . o  8 57 . 1  0 o . o  
rarmers 4 22 . 2  ' 16 . 7  4 22 . 2  0 o . o 5 27 . 8  2 11 . 1  
Lay C it i zens J 1) . 6  J 13 . 6  2 9 . 1  0 o . o  1 1  50 . 0  '.) 1 ) . 6  
TOTAL J J  17 . 8  4.S 24. J )2 17 · '3  1 0 • .5 64 '.)4.  6 10 5 . 4  
""' 
co 
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Sunmary !!. R••pondent• •  Knewledge !!. Lin•• !!. Communl• 
cation Between Teaeher• � School Administrator•• Ahlo•t a• 
many reapondenta bell eYed there waa et�ectiYe c emmunleatlen be• 
tween teacher• and ada1n1atratora •• lndleated they did not 
know or did not reapond to the question . 'Mier• were •om• vho 
telt the•• lines ot connunication did net •�l • t ·  
Retpondent a •  ltnowledge !!. Lines !.! Co..unicatlen !!!,-
tween Parent• and Teacher•· According to the results round in 
--- ......................... 
Table 14, oYer one-halt ot the reapondenta belieYed the line• 
of c emmunlcatien were open between parent• and teaeher•· About 
halt that number aaid the lln•• were cloaec.t, while ••Y•ral 
re•pondenta did not know er did not anawer the question. 
Both t eacher• and parent• telt they dld haYe c ... unlea• 
tlon with eaeh ether• 'Mlla wa• •lightly ineen•latent with the 
�act that •any ot the parent• indicated earlier that they •td 
not know the teaeh•••· High aehool parent• had •aid they did 
not know the majority or the junior high and aenier hlcb t eaeh-
er•· Junior high parents indicated they did not know the elemen­
tary and junior high teacher• · Therefore, it did appear to be 
inconaiat ent that the•• parent• would ••Y the line• of Celmluni-
cation were etteotlYe between the teacher• and the parent• ·  
TABLE 14 
RESPONDENTS t J(NOWLEDGE 01' LINES or COMMUNICATIOJf BETWEEN PARENTS AND TEACHERS 
· Groups Lin•• o� COili&unication 
Ye• , Ueually Yee, Seme- Ho , Rarely NeYer Do Not No Reepon•e 
time• Know 
Number Number Number Humber Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Pereent Perc ent 
School Roard 2 4o. o  1 20. 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o 1 20 . 0  0 o . o  
C lergymen ., 18. 8 4 25 . 0  1 6 ° 2  0 o . o  1 4, . 8  1 6 . 2  
Teacher• 6 22. 2  10 37 . 0  10 37 . 0  0 o . o  1 3 . 7  0 o . o  
Ad•ini•trators 1 12 • .s .s 62 . .s 0 e. o 0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  
Bu•inessmen 2 1, . ,  6 4o. o 2 1, . , 0 o . o  4 26. 7  1 6 . 7  
J .  R ·  Students 8 ,, . , 1 0  41 . 7  4 16 . 7  1 4 . 2 l 4 . 2  0 o . o  
H. s .  Studente 2 a . 1  8 '.)4 . 8 1) 56 . 4  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parents 2 15 .  4 6 46 - 2  .s ,8. 5  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
H. S ·  Parent• 5 ) 5 · 7  4 28. 6  4 28 . 6  0 o . o  1 7 . 1  0 o . o  
Farmer• 1 5 . 6  6 3 3 . 3  5 27 . 8  0 o . o  3 1 6 . 7  ' 16 . 7  
Lay Citizen• 5 2 2 . 7  8 )6 . 4  2 9 . 1  0 o . o  '.) 1) . 6  4 18 · 2  
TOTAL 37 20. 0 68 ')6 . 8  47 2 .S .  4 1 0 . 5  2'.) 1 2 . 4  9 4 . 9  
°' 
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S•P!!f [1 !!. B••pondenta• �nowledg• !!. Lin•• !!. ColllmRl­
nlcation Betwe1n P&rent• � Teacher• ·  A majority ot the 
re•pondent• belieYed there was etteeti•• connunlcation between 
parent• and teacher•· RoveYer, there were aome Who aaid there 
va• net and •011• who did not knov. 
Re•pondent• ' Knowledge !! Lin•• !!. Cemnunioatlon }!!­
tween Student• and Parent e. OYer one-halt ot the reapondenta 
•aid there wa• etteeti•• communication between student• and 
parent••  'Mlere were about twice as many reapondenta who did 
not know or 4ld net reapond a• •aid the co1111Nnieation vaa in­
ettecti••· 
A• neted in Tables 1' and 1 5 ,  there were more re•p•nd­
ente who belieYed the conmaunication wa• greater between atu­
dent• and t eachers than between students and parent• •  Thi• 
may be due to the tact that When school was underway ao.e atu­
denta actually aaw more ot their teacher• than they did ot 
their parent•• 
TABLE l .S  
RESPONDENTS• KNOWLEDGE O J'  LINES O:r COMMUNICATION BETWEEN STUDENTS AND PARENTS 
Groupa Line• o� Communication 
Yea , U•ually Ye•, Some- No , Rarely NeYer Do Net No Re•ponae 
ti••• Know 
NU111ber Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Ptrcent Percent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  1 2 0 . 0 0 o . o  2 4o . o  0 o . o  
Clergymen 1 6 . 2  5 )1 . 2  2 12 . .s 0 o . o  7 4'.) . 8  1 6 . 2  
Teacher• 2 7 . 4  1 0  37 . 0  6 22 . 2  0 o . o  9 ) ) . ) 0 o . o  
Administrator• 2 2 5 . 0 4 50 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o  
Bu•inesamen ' 2 0 . 0 6 4o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  s ,, . , l 6 . 7  
J 
• H· Student a 9 '.'37 · 5  10 41 . 7  0 o . o  2 8 . )  ' 12 · .5  0 o . o  
H. S .  Students 8 )4 . 8  8 )4 . 8  4 1 7 . 4  0 o . o  2 8 . 7  l .. . , 
J. H .  Parents 4 30 . a  6 46 . 2  2 i .s . 4  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 7 . 7  
H ·  s .  Parents .s 3 .S ·  7 .5 ) 5 · 1  1 7 . 1  0 o . o  ' 21 . 4  0 o . o  
farmer• 2 1 1 . 1 7 ) 8 . 9  ' 16 . 7  0 o . o  ' 16 . 7  ' 16 . 7  
Lay C iti aen• ' 1) . 6  8 )6 . 4  1 4 • .s 0 o . o  6 27 · )  4 1 8 . 2 
TOTAL 40 21 . 6  7 0  37 . 8  20 10 . 8  2 1 . 1  42 22 . 7  11 .s. 9 
°' 
N 
S!l!!!arr !! Re•pondenta• �nowledge !!. Lin•• !!. Cenmuni­
catlon Between student• � Parent• ·  Th• majority or the 
re•pondent• indicated ettectiY• eOBBUnication did exi•t between 
•tudent• and parents .  More r••pondent• belieYed they were un­
sure about the co ... unication than said they belieYed it va• 
not etteetiYe· 
8f•pondent• '  Knowledge !!. Line• !.!. Communication !!!_• 
tween Parent• and Admlni•trator•· 'Miere va• no majority opin­
ion about the etteetlYene•• ot the communication between par• 
ent• and admini•trator• · More re•pondent• •aid the line• of 
connunicatien were open than •aid they were not . But aeYeral 
did not know or did not an•••r the queation. 
A• noted in Table 1 6 ,  both parent• and admini•trator• 
belieYed they did haYe ettectlYe communication, but there wa• 
not a great con•en•u• one way or the other among either group. 
Students generally disagreed with the opinion ot the parent• 
and admini•trator•• Due to the fact that there va• actually no 
majority opinion, parent• and adminiatrator• needed to make an 
actiYe attempt to «•t together. Parents and administrator• 
probably made definite attempts to see each other when there 
wa• a •pec itie reason, •uch a• �radea , di•cipline, or award•·  
But •om• parent• could deYelop better line• or comnunication 
by meeting with the administrator• on an informal ba•i•t •uch 
as in church, social eYent s ,  and open house. 
TABLE 16 
RESPONDENTS' KNOWLEDGE OIP LINES OP COMMUNICATION BETWEEN PARENTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 
Group• Line• o� Ce.aunlcation 
Yea, U•ually Yea , Some- No,  Rarely NeYer Do Not No Reapon•e 
t ime a Know 
Number Number Number Numbe r  Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Perc ent Percent Percent 
School Beard 1 20 . 0  2 4o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  1 20. 0 0 o . o  
C lergymen 2 1 2 · 5 4 25 . 0  4 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  5 3 1 . 2  l 6 . 2  
Teacher• 3 1 1 . 1 1 1  40. 7 6 22. 2 1 3 . 7  6 22 . 2  0 o . o  
Administrators 1 12· 5 4 50 . 0  1 12 . 5  0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  
Bualnes8Dlen ' 20 . 0  4 26. 7 ' 20. 0 0 o . o  4 26 . 7  1 6 . 7  
J. ff. Student• 4 16 . 7  5 20 . 8  1 1  4 5 . 8  1 4 . 2  ) 1 2 . � 0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Student• 3 13 - 0  7 30 . 0  7 30 . 0  2 8 . 7  4 17 . 4  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parent• 3 23 . 1  5 38. 5  3 23 . 1  2 1 .S .  4 0 o . o  0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Parents ' 21 . 4  .5 , 5 . 7  5 3 5 · 1  0 o . o  1 7 . 1  0 o . o  
rarmer• 1 5 . 6  ' 16. 7 8 44 . 4  0 o . o  ' 16 . 7  ) 16 . 7  
Lay C i t i Een• ' 13 . 6  4 18 . 2  6 27 . 3  0 o . o  5 22 . 7  4 1 8 . 2  
TOTAL 27 14 . 6  � 29 . 2  5 5  2 9 . 7  6 3 . 2  )4 1 8 - 4  9 4 . 9  
°' 
� 
S!p!!ary !! Respondents•  Knowledge of Lin•• !!. C omm.ani­
cation Between Parent• � Admini•trator•· Not eYen one-half 
of the re•pondent• agreed there va• or va• not effectiYe commu­
nication between paren'• and admini•trator•· Quite a �ev of the 
respondent• were uncommitted· 
fit•pondent•' Knowledge � Lines � Cf!111!Unication �­
tween Student• � Administrator• · According to Table 1 7 , 
there vae no majority opinion by the respondents regarding the 
effectiYen••• of the communication between student• and admin­
i•trator•· Cle•• to one-third said there va• etfectiYe commu­
nication, while •lightly oYer one-third •aid there va• not . 
11te other one-third of the respondents were uncommitted .  
'Ibe •tudenta and administrators did not •«ree in their 
answers to this question. OYer one-half of the adminiatratore 
felt there va• etfectiYe communication , but considerably less 
than one-half of the students felt there wa•·  11te school board 
oYerwhelmingly eupported the administrator• ' opinion, while 
parents generally agreed with the students. 11te difference• 
might have resulted from the feeling on the part of the school 
board and administrators that communication resu lts when poli­
cies , rulee , and procedure• are handed down to the •tudent s .  
On the other hand , students and their parents might feel that 
this is  not connnunication because they are not being asked to 
contribute to the drawing up of these policies , etc . Also , 
students may feel that they are being talked to but not listened 
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to in turn. There may be the teelin� on the part ot the stu­
dent• that unle•• the administrator giYes in to some requeat 
they make , then there i• no eonnunieation .  The reaaons tor the 
difference in opinions are conjectures but they may indicate 
why the reapondent s inYolYed marked the answer the way in which 
they did· Regardless of whether the conjecture• are accurate 
or not , it is signiCicant that the students ,  achool boa rd ,  and 
adminiatratora did not see eye-to-eye on this question. 
TABLE 17 
RESPONDENTS ' KNOWLEDGE OJ' LINES OF COMMUNICATION BETWEEN SnJDENTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 
Groups Line• of Communication 
Yea ,  Usually Yea, Some- No , Rarely NeYer Do Not No Response 
time• Know 
Number Numbe r Number Number Number Number 
Percen t P•rc�n t Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  ' 60. 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  1 20 . 0  1 o . o  
C l ergymen 2 12 · 5  2 12 · 5  3 18 . 8  0 o . o  8 50 . 0  1 6 . 2  
Teachers '.3 1 1 . 1  8 29 . 6  7 2 5 . 9  1 '.3 · 7  8 29 . 6  0 o . o  
Administrator• 2 25 . 0  3 '.3 7 · 5 1 12 . 5  0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o  
Buainessmen 1 6 . 7  2 l '.3 ·  3 5 '.3'.3 . 3 0 o . o  6 4o . o  1 6 . ., 
J. H· Students 2 a . 3  7 29. 2 12 50 . 0  1 4 . 2  2 s . 3  0 o . o  
H· s. students 0 o . o  4 17 - 4  12 52 . 2  1 4 . )  6 26 . 1  0 o . o  
J. H .  Parents 2 1 5 . 4  1 ? · 7  6 46 . 2  0 o . o  4 )0 . 8  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parents 1 7. 1 2 1 4 . ) 5 '.3 5 ·  7 0 o . o  6 42 . a  0 o . o  
J'armers 1 5 . 6  ) 16 . 7  7 38 . 9  0 o . o  4 22 ° 2  '.3 1 6 . 7  
Lay C it i zens ' 1) . 6  1 4 . 5 5 22 . 7  0 o . o  9 4 0 . 9  4 18 . 2  
TOTAL 18 9 . 7  )6 1 9 . 5 6) )4 . 1  '.3 1 . 6  56 30 . 3  9 4 . 9  0\ 
...... 
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Summary !!. Respondents •  Knowledge !!. Linea !f. Communi­
cation Between Students � Administrator•· 'Mle respondent• 
were diYided on whether or not effectiYe communication existed 
between the •tadents and administrator•· EYen -ong the •tu­
dent• and admini •trator• , there vaa not agreement.  11te admin­
i strators and achool board members belieYed there va• effectiYe 
communication, but student• and parents said there wa• not .  
Respondents• Knowledge !!.!_ Linea !!_ Communication !!!,• 
tween Parents !!!! School Board· As was true with the preYious 
queation, respondent s were diYided on whether or not effectiYe 
communication exi•ted between parents and the school board. 
A little oYer one-third said there was ettective connunication, 
and about the •am• number said there was not .  Slightly le•• 
than one-third were nonconnittal . 
As noted in Table 1 8 1  the •chool board felt there va• 
communication but the parents largely belieYed there was not. 
At the •ame t ime , one-half of the administrator• agreed vith 
the acheol board· 11tere were more student• who said there was 
effective connuntcation than indicated there was not . But a 
number of the student• did not know or did not re•pond to the 
question. More junior high parents said there vaa not communi­
cation than •aid there vaa ,  but aaong the high school parents 
there were more who •aid •ye•" than •no . •  One parent made the 
following comment : •some of the board member• are mule-headed 
becauae they feel their own ideas are alvaya the be•t · •  
A1ttln , it appeared that both the parent• and •ehool 
board needed to make an effort to become acquainted vi.th one 
another and to establi•h effectiYe lines of communication if 
these did net already exi s t .  Other �roupa i n  thi• atudy 
seemed to indicate they did not belie•• there was effective 
communication between parent• and the achool board . 
TABLE 18 
RESPO?fDEHTS' 1CNOWLEDGE 0 1'  LINES 01' COMMUNICATION BETWEEN PARENTS AND SCHOOL BOARD 
Groups Lines ot Comnrunication 
Y•• • Usually Ye• , s .. e- No , Rarely NeYer Do Hot No Re•pon•e 
t imes ICnov 
Number Number Jfumber Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Pereent Pers;ent Percent 
Sehool Board 2 4o. o  1 20. 0 1 20. 0 0 o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  
Clergymen l 6 . 2  '.3 18. 8 4 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  7 4) . 8 1 6 . 2  
Teachers 2 7 . 4  9 ''.  '.3 8 29 . 6  1 '.3 · ?  6 22 . 2  1 ' . 7 
Admlni•trator• 1 12· .S ) '.37 . s 2 25· 0 0 o . o  2 25 . 0 0 o . o  
Buslne•naen 1 6 .  7 4 26 . 7  ' 20. 0 1 6 . 7  5 'J) . )  1 6 . 7  
J .  ff .  Students ' 12 . 5  8 '.3'.3 · '.3  8 )'.) . '.) ' 12. 5 2 8 . 3  0 o . o  
ff .  5 .  Student• 4 1 7 ° 4  4 1 7 . 4  6 26 . 1  2 8. 7  7 30. 0 0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parent• 0 o . o  5 '8 . .s 6 46 . 2  1 7 . 7  1 7 . 7  0 o . o  
B· 5 .  Parents 2 14. )  4 2 8 . 6  .s '.35 · 7  0 o . o  ' 2 1 . 4  0 o . o  
rarm•r• 1 5 . 6  4 22. 2 8 44. 4 0 o . o  2 11 . 1  ' 16 . 7  
Lay Citisens ' l:J . 6  2 9 . 1  6 27· '.3 0 o . o  7 31 . 8  4 1a. 2 
TOTAL 20 10. 8 47 2 5 . 4  57 )0. 8 8 4 . )  4) 23 . 2  10 5 . 4  
---» 
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Sunnary !!. Be•pgndents • Knowledge !!. Lines !.!. C ommuni­
cttion Between Parents � Scheol Board. nae respondent• '  
opiniens were diYided and thereCore, did not determine i C  there 
was eCCectiYe communication between parents and the •chool board. 
nae board of education members did belieYe that they dld effec­
tiYely communicate with parents . HoweYer, parents diaagreed. 
Respondent• •  ltnowledge !! Line• !! Comnunicatlon §!­
tween Students � School Board. According to Table 1 9 ,  the 
re•pondent• belleYed there was not effectiYe eomuunication be­
tween the students and the school board · HoweYer, one-third 
did not know or did not answer the question. 
Only the •chool board belieYed there was eCfectiYe 
cOlllBlunlcation between the atudents and themselY••·  OYer one­
halC of the junior high students •aid there was not . Teachers , 
bueine•8men, parents,  and three administrator• ·�reed with the 
junior high •tudents .  About the same number of high school •tu­
dent• said "Y••" •• •no , "  but there were some vho were undecided. 
OYer one-half of the c lergymen and lay citisena did not know or 
did not respond. 
TABLE 19 
RESPONDENTS ' ICNOVLEDGE OJ' LINES O� COMMUNYCATION BETWEEN S1UDENTS AND SCHOOL BOARD 
Group• Lin•• eC Conmunlcation 
Y••• Usually Y••• Some- Ne , Rarely N•Y•r Do Not No Re•pon•• 
t ime• Know 
NU1Dber Number Number Jfuaber Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 1 !O . o  2 4o . o  2 4o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C lergymen 2 12 . 5  z 12. s 0 o . o  2 12 . 5  9 .56 - 2  1 6 . 2  
Teaohera 2 7 . 4  5 1 8 - 5 11 40 . 7  2 7 . 4  1 25 . 9  0 o . o  
Admini•trator• 2 2_5 . 0  1 12 - 5  ' ,7 . 5  0 o . o  2 z.s . o  0 o . o  
Bu• lne••men 1 6 . 7  1 6 . 7  6 4o . o  1 6 . 7  5 ,, . , 1 6 . 7  
J .  H · Student• 1 4 . 2  6 25. 0 1! .so . o  ' 12. 5 2 8 . ) 0 o . o  
H. s .  Student• 2 a . 7  6 26 . 1  6 26 . 1  ' 13 . 0  6 26 . 1  0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parent• 0 o . o  ' 23 . 1  4 ,o . e  3 2'.) . l ' 2, . 1  0 o . o  
B ·  s .  Parent• 0 o . o 0 o . o 6 42 . 8  2 14 . ,  6 4! . 8  0 o . o  
Farmer• 1 .S·  6 ' 16 . 7  6 ,, . , 1 5 . 6  4 22 . 2  ' 16 . 7  
Lay C ltisena 2 9 . 1 1 4 . .s ' 13 . 6  2 9 . 1  10 4 5 . 4  4 1 8 . 2  
TOTAL 14 7 . 6  30 1 6 . 2  59 3 1 . 9  19 1 0 . 3  54 29 . 2  9 4 . 9  
� 
N 
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Summary !!. Respondents •  Knowledge !!. Linea !!. Communi­
cation Bttv•en students !,!!!! School Board ·  Almost twice as many 
respondent• felt there va• not effeetiYe c ommunication between 
students and achool board as  •aid there was . But one-third of 
the reapondent• did not know or did not re•pond . Only the 
school board indicated there was efteetiYe c onnunication. 
SUMMARY· In assessing how etfectiYe the connunication 
was between the different school-related group• • respondent• 
indicated the c ommunication was moat inettectiYe between stu­
dents and the aehool board , and students and administrators. 
On the other hand, communication was mo•t eftectiTe between 
student• and teacher• , students and parent• • parent• and teach­
ers , and teachers and administrator•· nie effectiTen••• ot the 
communication between parents and school board , and parents and 
administrator• wa• questionable to the respondent•·  
RESPONDENTS' VIEWS TOWARD SCHOOL PE RSONNEL AND COMMUNITY· 
In thi• ••ction et the study, re•pondent• were aaked their opin­
ion about different school per•onnel -- school board, administra­
tors , and teacher•· Quite often student• and other people are 
more concerned with the peraonnel of the school than the pro­
grams of the school .  
Respondent••  Opinions !!. School Board•� Reflection !.!. 
Connnunity•� Goals.  As evident in Table 20, only one-third of 
the respondents believed the school board did reflect the goal• 
of the community. Nearly the •am• number were uncommitted .  
Of the groupa , only the •ohool adminiatratera had a 
majority who belieYed the •chool board did reflect the goals 
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of the c o...unity. Exactly one-halt of the high •chool parent• 
said they did . More teacher• and atudent• aaid •no• tbaft •yea . •  
'11\e school board itself was unaure if it did reflect the c o  .. un­
i ty • a  goal•· 
nterefore, a question ari•••· It two board member• 
aaid the board did not reflect the goal• of the c onmaanity, 
then whose Yalu•• did they feel were bein� retleoted? Perhap• 
they feel the m .. b•r• were reflecting the opinion• of thoae 
vho elected th•• in their respectiTe t ovnahip• and not eYery­
one in the school di•tric t .  I t  was intere•ting t o  note that 
those who were moat •ubject to the board ' •  direct ion• ( teach­
er• and student• )  •aid the board did not reflect the e onaunity • a  
goal•· Only the admini•trators felt they did· 
1 5  
TABLE 20 
RF. SPONDENTS ' OPINIONS OF SCHOOL ROARD'S 'REFLECTION OF 
C OMMUNITY ' S  ('y()ALS 
Groups Ye• No no Not Know No Reaponse 
Number Number Number Number 
Percent Perc ent Percent Percent 
School Board 2 4o . o  2 4o . o  1 20. 0 0 o . o 
C l e rgymen 5 :n . 2 2 1 2 .  ') 7 4') . 8  2 1 2 . 5 
Teacher• e 29. 6 11 40 . 7  6 2 2 . 2  2 7 . 4  
Admini•trator• 6 7 5 .  0 1 12 . 5  1 1 2 ·  5 0 o . o  
Bu•in•• -•n ' lt6 . 7  ) 20 . 0  ' 20 . 0  2 l) . 'J  
J.  ff .  student• e ,, . , 9 '31 · 5  1 29 . 2  0 o . o  
ff.  s .  Students 5 21 - 7  8 :J4 . 8  9 )9 . 1  1 4 . 3  
J.  ff .  Paren t s  6 46 . 2  4 )0 . 8  ) 23 . 1  0 o . o  
ff .  5 .  Parent• 7 50 . 0  2 14 . )  4 2 8 . 6  1 7 . 1  
Farmers 6 )3 · )  4 22. 2 5 2 7 . 8  '.) 1 6 . 7  
Lay C iti zens 7 ) 1 . 8  5 22. 7 7 '.) 1 . 8  ) l'.) . 6  
TOTAL 67 )6 . 2  51 27 . 6  53 28. 6 14 7 . 6  
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A c omment by a c l ergyman who said the school board did 
reflect the community ' s  goals eXplained as follow•: "Economy 
at any cost . Repression i s  the universal solution . •  
A high school student who said the board did not reflect 
the goals or aim• offered the follovin� explanat ion: •'Ibe bu• 
routes are an example of thi s ·  'Ibe people tried t o  reason 
with the board, but do you think that they would l i st en? No.  
'Ibey a lready had their mind (s] made up. • 
Summary !?.!. Re•pondent • '  Opinions !!_ School Board'� 
Reflection !!. Coaaunit7•� Goa l s .  'Mte respondents were divided 
in their opinion• bu t there were more who said •yes• than •no - "  
However, only one-third said they did reflect the community ' s  
goals. nie •chool board itself va• unsure it it did reflect 
the goals or aims of the community, whi l e  the •chool adminis­
trators were the only group to have a majority believing the 
board did follow the community ' s  goa l s .  
Respondent s •  Opinions !! Administrator• ' Refleetion of 
Community•� Goal• ·  Only one-third o f  the respondent• felt the 
admini•trators did reflect the communit y ' s  goal• or aim•· 
Another one-third said the admini strator• did not ,  whi le the 
rest were uneomnitted. 
Of the re•pondents who gave definite an•wer• , tour 
group• said the admini•trator• did not reflect the goal• of 
the community . Only the •chool board and admini s t rator• had 
a majority of their member• saying the admini•trator• dld 
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follow the goal• or ai• • ·  HoveYer, one-fourth o� the admin­
i•tratora indicated that group did not re�lect the community • •  
goal• · 
TABLE 21 
RESPONDENTS ' OPINIONS 01' ADMINISTRATORS ' RF.PLECTION 
OF COMMUNITY ' S  GOALS 
Group• Yes No Do Not Know No Reaponae 
Number Number Number . Jfumber 
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board ) 60 . 0  2 4o. o 0 o . o 0 o . o  
Clergymen 4 2 5 . 0 2 1 2 · 5 8 50. 0  2 12 · .S  
Teaeher• 7 2 5 . 9  13 48. 1 5 18 . .s 2 7 . 4  
Adainiatratore .s 62. 5 2 2 5 . 0  1 12. s 0 o . o 
Bu•ineasmen 7 46 . 7  4 26 . 7  2 13 . 3  2 1, . 3  
J .  B · student a 1 29 . 2  11  4 .S - 8  6 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Student a 6 26 . 1  9 39 . 1  7 )O . O  1 4 . 3  
J .  ff .  Parente 6 46 . 2  5 )8 . 5  2 1 s . 4  0 o . o  
ff .  5 .  Parent a 5 3 .5 · 7  1 7 . 1  7 50 . 0  1 7 . 1  
J'armera 4 22 . 2  1 ) 8 . 9  4 22 . 2  3 16 . 7  
Lay Citi zen• 1 ,1 . 8  ' 13 . 6  9 40 . 9  ) 13 . 6  
TOTAL 61 33 . 0  .59 3 1 . 9  .Sl 27 . 6  14 7 . 6  
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A tanner who felt the administrators did not reflect the 
community• •  aim• ottered the following explanation: "It would 
appear they don ' t  realize any aima . •  
Summary !!. Respondents• Opinions !!. Administrator•' 
Bt(lectien !.!. COJ!lll!Unitr•� Goal•· 111e re•pondents were diYided 
in their answers to this question. One-third said the admin­
iatrator• did reflect the goals of the community. 'Ibe other 
two-thirds indicated they did not and they did not know. Only 
two groups , board ot education and administrators , said the 
administrators did follow the community•• aim•· 
Respondent • '  Opinions !!, Teacher•' Reflection !!. 
Community•� Goala. Althou�h respondents marked the teacher• 
higher than the other two groups in reflectin� the conmunity• a  
goals,  they still fell short of a majority. As eYident in 
Table 22, more respondents said teachers did reflect the goals 
than said they did not . However, a third of the respondents 
did not commit themselYes . 
Of a l l  of the groups , only the farmers had a split 
opinion. 'M'lere were more respondents who said •yes" in the 
other groups than who said •no . •  HoveYer, almo•t one out of 
five teachers said they did not reflect the connunity • s  goals .  
Since a majority of the administrators either said the t eachers 
did not or did not know, the question arose concerning it the 
administrators felt there was a question or whether teacher• 
did reflect the community ' s  goals , why did the administrator• 
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not release them rrom their contracts at the end of the school 
year? 
TABLE 22 
RESPONDENTS' OPINIONS OJ' TEACl'ERS1 REFLECTION OJ' 
C OMMUNITY ' S  GOALS 
Groups Yes No Do Not Know No Re•ponse 
Number Number Number Number 
Perc ent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board ' 6 0 . 0  1 2 0 . 0  1 20. 0 0 o . o  
Cler�en 4 2 5 . 0 1 6 . 2  9 56 . 2 2 1 2  . .s 
Teacher• 1 5  5 5 . 6  s 1 8 - 5  .s 1 a . 5  2 7 . 4  
Administrators ' ,7 . 5  2 2 5 . 0 3 , 7 . 5  0 o . o  
Bualnessmen 7 46 . 7  4 26 . 7 2 1, . ,  2 1 ) . )  
J .  H .  Student• 1 2  50 . 0  ' 1 2 . 5 9 , 7 . 5 0 o . o  
ff .  s .  students 1 0  43 . 5  8 )4 . 8  5 21 . 7  0 o . o  
J .  H. Parent a 7 53 . 8  ' 23 . 1  ' 23 . 1  0 o . o  
H. 5 .  Parents 5 3 5 . 7  2 1 4 . )  6 42 . 8  1 7 . 1  
rarmers 5 27 . a  5 27 . 8  5 27 . 8  ' 1 6 . 7  
Lay C it i zens 1 0  45 . 4  4 1 8 . 2 5 22. 7 ' 1 3 . 6 
TOTAL 81 43 . 8  ) 8  20 . 5  53 2 8 . 6 1 )  7 . 0  
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Summary ot Respondent s •  Opinions !!!. Teacher s •  Reflec­
tion !!! Community•� Goa l s .  'Mlose respondents who �aYe a det­
lnlte answer to this question felt the teachers did reflect 
the goals o t  the c ommunity . Howev e r ,  one-third of the respond­
ents did not c ommit thems elv e s .  
Reepondenta• Qpinions !!!. Teacher•' !,ru! Admini•trator•' 
ConceM1 About !!!.!_ Communit7. One-half of the reapondenta felt 
the teachers and administrator• vere concerned and inYolTed 
with the community. Only a small percentage indicated the 
teachers and administrator• vere not. HoweTer ,  one-third of 
the respondent• vere not sure·  
According to Table 23 , a l l  groups had more members who 
beli eTed the teachers and administrator• vere concerned and 
inTolTed than bel ieved they were no t .  HoveTer, four groups , 
clergymen, junior high students , high school parent s ,  and lay 
c i t i Eens , were largely unc ommi t t ed .  
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TABLF. 2) 
RE SPONDENTS' OPINYONS OF TEACRERS1 AND ADMINISTRATORS ' 
CONCF.RN ABOUT THF. C O\fMUNITY 
Groupe Yes No Do Not Know No Re•ponse 
Number Number Number Numbe r  
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 3 6 0 . 0  2 4o. o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
ClerKYmen 6 3 7 · 5 0 o . o  9 56 . z  1 6 . 2  
Teacher• 23 a 5 . 2  2 7 . 4  2 7 . 4  0 o . o  
Admini strator• 6 7 5 . 0  1 1 2 · 5 0 o . o  1 1 2 · 5 
Bu•inessmen 5 3 3 · 3  4 2 6 . 1 5 3 3 . 3  1 6 . 7  
J .  H ·  Student• 10 41 . 7  1 4 . 2  1 )  54 . 2 0 o . o 
ff .  5 .  Student a 1 1  47 . 8  4 1 7 . 4  7 3 0 . 0  1 4 . )  
J .  ff. Parent a 8 61 . 5  ) 23 . 1  1 7 . 7  1 7 · 1  
H ·  5 .  Parent• 5 3 5 . 7  1 7 . 1  8 S7 . 1  0 o . o  
Fanner• 9 50 . 0  ) 16 . 7  4 22. 2 2 1 1 . 1  
Lay C it i zens 8 3 6 . 4  2 9 . 1  7 )1 . 8  5 2 2 . 7  
TOTAL 94 50 . a  2) 12 . 4  56 )0 · )  1 2  6 . 5 
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nie foll ovin� were comments by those re•pondents who 
belieTed teachers and administrators were involTed and con-
cerned· 
Teachers 
1 .  I think that most of t h e  teachers and 
administrators take an active part in 
aetiTities out side or the school system. 
H igh School Students 
1 .  'Ibey are all concerned, but not all are 
invo lved -
Farmers 
1 .  'Ibe vast majority oC teachers in general i n  
this area are very dedicated t o  their specific 
teaching. Younger ones are slow to mix in 
c ommunity affairs but that ' s  usual as the 
c ommunity t ends t o  remain aloof. 
Some of the comments by those vho said the teachers and 
administrators were not involved and c oncerned were a• follows : 
School Board 
1 .  Some of the teachers are involYed and con­
c erned but most or these are older and Tery 
much experienc ed . 
Admini s t rators 
1 .  11te supt . do esn ' t  belong to a single c i Ti c ,  
fraterna l ,  or religious organization. 
� sinessmen 
l ·  They don • t  • eem t o  want t o  become involved 
in community projects unless they directly 
affect school work. 
Farmers 
1 .  Interested only in money. 
Summary � Respondent s •  Opinions !!!. Teacher•' ,!.!!! 
Administrators • Concern About !h!, Community. While one-half 
of the respondents believed the teachers and administrators 
were concerned and involYed with the community, one-third 
were noncommittal.  
Reapondent s •  Opinions � Teachers• � Administrators • 
Critic i sms of !!l!_ Community. 'nle majority or the respondents 
indicated the teachers and administrators were not too c riti­
cal or the c ommunity. One-third was unc ommitted on thi• 
question. 
A• shown in Table 24 , no single group stated that the 
teachers and admini strators were too critical or the c omnun ity. 
It was significant in that the lowest group ( farmers ) had 
twice as many believing the teachers and administrators were 
not too c ritical as it had saying they were. The highest 
group ( •chool board ) had a l l  of its members indicating the two 
parties were not too c ritical .  This was probably a healthy 
sign in that so many or the respondents in the various groups 
agreed with each other on a question concerning teacher• and 
admini strators and their c riticisms. 
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TAALE 24 
RESPONDENTS t OPINIONS OF TEACHERS' AND ADMINISTRATORS' 
C RITICISMS OF TJry COMMUNITY 
Groups Too C ri t ical 
Yee No Do Not Know No Response 
Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent P.ercent 
School Board 0 0 - 0  5 ioo . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C lergymen 0 o . o  6 3 1 · 5 9 56 . 2  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 5 10 . 5  1 9  70 . 4  3 1 1 . 1  0 o . o  
Admini strators 1 1 2 - 5 7 87 - 5  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Buainessmen l 6 . 7  1 0  66 . 7  J 20 . 0  1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  student• 3 1 2 .  5 1 1  4 5 . a 10 4 1 . 7  0 o . o  
H ·  s .  Student• 3 13 . 0  1 4  60 . 9  6 26 . 1  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parent• 0 o . o  10 76 . 9  '3 23 . 1  0 o . o  
H - 5 .  Parents 1 7 . 1  8 57 . 1  5 3 5 . 7  0 o . o  
hnner• J 16 . 7  6 J ) · )  7 ) 8 . 9  2 1 1 . 1  
Lay C it i zens 2 9 . 1  7 3 1 . a  8 J6 . 4  6 27 . 3  
TOTAL 1 9  1 0 . 3  10) 5 5 . 7  54 29 . 2  9 4 . 9  
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Sunanary � Respondents • Opinions !!. Teachers • � 
Administrator•' Critici811ls � !!!.!, Coanunity. Over one-half or 
the respondents said the teachers and adminiatratora were not 
too c ritical or the connunity. One- third did not coaait them­
selves on this question. All groups a�reed that the teacher• 
and administrators were not too critical , but aome by larger 
percentage• than others. All members or the board or educa­
tion and all but one of the administrator• agreed with the 
majority or the respondents . 
Respondent• '  Opinions Regarding Needed Re•tr1ction• !.!! 
Teacher• ' Freedom !2 Appraise !!:!..!. Col,ll!!unitr· nie respondent• 
greatly supported the right or the teacher• te be tree to voice 
their opinions about the connnunity. Over two-thirds •aid they 
should not be re•tricted in their appraiaals. About the ... , 
number believed the teachers should be re•tricted as indicated 
they were not aur•· there were some respondent• who did not 
re•pond to the question. 
Except tor the junior high students ,  all groups had a 
majority who said the teachers should be permitted to voice 
their appraisal• ot the community. There were a number of 
junior high •tudents who were unaure ot their an•wer· Once 
again, all a ... bera of the board of education and all but one 
or the administrator• agreed with the majority ot the re•pond­
ent a .  
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TABLE 2 5  
RESPONDENTS' OPINIONS REGARDING NEEDED RESTRICTIONS ON 
TEACHERS' FRF. EDOM TO APPRAISE THE C OMMUNITY 
Groups Ye• No Do Not Know No R••ponae 
Number Number 'lumber Number 
Percent Perc ent Percent Percent 
School Board 0 o . o  5 1 00 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C ler�ymen 1 6 . 2  14 87 . 5  0 o . o  1 6 . 2  
Teacher a 4 14 . 8  23 85 . 2  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Administrators 1 1 2 . 5 7 87 . 5  0 o . o 0 o . o  
Bua ine•amen 1 6 . 7  13 86 . 7  1 6 . 7  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Student• ) 1 2 . 5 9 3 1 · 5  9 3 7 .  5 3 1 2 · 5 
H .  s .  Student• 5 21 . 7  14 6 0 . 9  4 17 · 4  0 o . o  
J .  H. Parent• 1 7 . 7  11 84 . 6  1 7 . 7  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parents 0 o . o  8 57 . 1  5 3 5 · 7  1 7 . 1  
Farmer• ) 16 . 7  11 61 . 1  2 1 1 . 1 2 11 . 1  
Lay Citi zen• 2 9 . 1  1) 59 . 1  2 9 . 1  5 2 2 . 7  
TOTAL 21 1 1 . 4  128 69 . 2  2) 12 . 4  1) 9 . 0  
Among the c01l'IDent• by those who telt teacher• should 
Yoice their opinion• were the tollowingi 
Clergxmen 
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1 ·  But they should make •ure that thi• apprai•al 
ls identified a• a per•onal opinion. 
Teacher• 
1 .  'Ibe only way tor people to know i •  t o  expre•• 
your feeling• -- but constructiYe appraisal• 
are needed also. 
2 .  I think they haYe ju•t as much right to talk 
about the community a• anyone •l•e· It's 
ju•t that they•re usually critici zed more tor 
what they say and do· 
). It people do not come to the school• daring 
school hour• to Yisit and teachers keep infor­
mation to themselYes, who �NOWS what go•• OW? 
Administrator• 
1 .  'Ibey are a part of the community and we atill 
haYe the right to speak. Apprai•ala •hould 
be couched in a mature manner so a• not to 
reflect upon the educational communit'Y7 
Junior High Parent• 
1 .  It they pay taxes, I feel they haYe right•, too. 
'Ibe following were collllllent• by those who belieYed teach-
er• •hould keep their appraisals ot the community to themselY••· 
Junior Hig,h Students 
1 .  Unles• they •aY somethin� good about it . 
Lay Citizen• 
We furnish the children, the money, [andl the 
school . All we expect in return 1• a ll�tle 
dedication to education. 
Summary !!_ Responden t s •  Opinion• Regarding Needed 
Restrictions !!! Teachers• Freedom !.!!, Apprai s e  !!!.! Community. 
Re•pondents felt the teacher• should be pennitted to Yoie e 
their appraisal• of the connunity . About the aame number 
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•aid they should not as indicated they were not •ure . Only 
the junior high students did not haYe a majority of all or 
their members stating the teachers should be free. 'lbere were 
a• many junior high students who were not committed a• were 
sure ot thei r  answer•· 
SUMMARY· Respondents felt that or the three •chool­
related groups , school board members , administrators , and 
teacher• , the teachers more accurately reflected the c onnun ity • s  
goals or aims. The school board followed next with the admin­
istrator• l•a•t reflecting the community • •  goa l • ·  It was 
•ignificant that none or the three groups had one-half or the 
respondents indicating they did reflect the goal • ·  '11lerefore, 
perhaps ••••ral questions needed to be an•wered then and now. 
What were the goals of the community? A rec ommendation i •  that 
someone needs to c onduct a study inYolYing a broad •pectrum 
committee that would attempt to find what the educationa l ,  
financial , busine s s ,  and recreational goal• are of the community. 
Another question was as follow•: are the goals or the community 
so vague and nebulous that it i s  almost impossibl e to ascertain 
if anyone reflects them? A l s o ,  if these groups ( school board , 
administrators , teachers ) did not reflect the goal• or aim• , 
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why were they not remoTed from their positions? Perhaps the 
community recognizes the personal integrity and rreedom ot the 
individual to be d i tferent , and , therefore, when he does not 
retlect the community • •  goal s ,  he i s  pennitted to remai n ·  
Tabl e  2 5  indicated this point of Tiev had a large amount o t  
suppor t .  Respondent• also pointed out that they wanted t o  
hear the t eacher• ' appraisals o t  the community eTen though 
these appraisals might not be in acc ordance with the goals of 
the cormrunity. The respondents said the teacher• and admin­
istrators were c o ncerned and irrvolTed in the c ommunity, and 
that they were not too c rit ical of the cormnunity. 
RESPONDENTS' SATISFACTION WITH SCHOOLS AND PERSONNEL• 
'Ibe next seTen questions and their response• to be analyzed 
were concerned with the main question of this study: how well 
satisfied were the c i t i zens ot the Robinson school d i st rict 
with their scho o l • ·  
Respondents • Satisfaction with Operet ion !!.. School • ·  
One-third of the respondents said they were satisfied with the 
operation of the schoo l s ,  but there were twice as many who 
were satisfied as were not .  HoweTer, nearly one-hal f  of the 
respondents took nonconnitted posit ions by indicating they 
were half satisfied and half dissati s�ied , had no opinion, or 
did not respond . 
As noted in Table 26, only a majority of three groups 
were satisfied with the operation of the scho o l s .  These 
groups vere as follows : school board, admini strators , and 
businessmen. At the same time , there was no group which had 
a majority of dissatisfied members . 
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The figures would indicate that there was no overwhelm­
ing approval of the operation of the schools and c ertainly 
there was no overwhe lming cond.emnation either. 
TABLE 26 
RESPONDENTS ' SATTSJACTION WITH OPERATION or SCHOOLS 
Groups Very Satis- Satisfied Half and Dissatis- Very Dis- No No Response 
f ied Halt fied satisfied Opinion 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Perc ent Percent Percent Percent Percent Perc ent 
School Board 0 o . o  3 60 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l er,zymen 1 6 . 2  5 '.31 · 2  5 '} 1 - 2 2 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  2 12 . 5  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 3 · 7  1 1  40 . 7  10 37 . 0  4 14 . 8  1 3 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Administrators 0 o . o  6 7 5 . 0  1 12 . 5  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
I 
Busines smen 0 o . o  8 53 . 3 6 4o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  students 0 o . o  5 20 . 8  7 29 . 2  3 1 2 . 5 1 4 . 2  � 33 · 3 0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Student• 2 8. 7 4 17 - 4  9 '39 - 1  5 21 . 7  1 4 . 3 2 8 . 7  0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 2 1 5 . 4  4 30 . 8 '.3 23 . 1  4 3 0 . 8  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parents 0 o . o  4 28 . 6  4 2 8 . 6 1 7 . 1 2 14 . 3  2 14. 3 1 7 . 1  
farmers 1 _S . 6 4 22 . 2  5 27 . 8  3 16 . 7  0 o . o  '.3 16 . 7  2 1 1 . 1  
Lay C iti zen• 1 4 . 5  6 27. 3 6 27 . 3  1 4 . 5 0 o . o  '.3 l '.3-6 5 2 2 . 7  
TOTAL 8 4 . '.3 6 0  3 2 - 4  57 '.) 0 . 8 24 l'.) . O  6 '.3 • 2 20 10 . 8  10 5 . 4  
\D 
.... 
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11le foll owin� �ere comments from satisfied respondents .  
Board of Education 
l · 'Mlere i s  also room ·· for improvement , but in 
c omparison to  other school districts Robinson 
has a lot to its c red i t .  
Teachers 
l ·  With present facilitie•  the schools are 
operating as wel l  as can be expected. 
2. Would like more leadership on the part of 
admini s t rators. 
High School students 
l ·  They haYe made a lot of changes to make students 
comfortable enou�h to want to learn. 
Junior H igh Parents 
1 .  Consirle ring the faci lity they have t o  work 
with, t hey are doin� a good job. 
2. �ost programs are beinp, carried out and I 
do believe most administ rators are t ryinR 
to  do their best . 
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  Could be improved ; but actually it seems 
to fare pretty good , despite itself once in 
awhi l e .  
2 .  A s  in a l l  schools if your name i s  the right 
one , you are okay. But I 'm sure they operate 
the schools the best they can.  
Half satisfied and half dissatisfied c omments were as 
follows : 
Clercmen 
1 .  Could be better communication or more 
innovation. 
Farmers 
1 .  Other act i vitie� could be reduced and more 
time � iven in c l a s s .  
Lay C iti zens 
1 .  Tilink too much attention i s  given t o  the 
school s  in the city of Robinson , and not 
enouRh to the oth�rs -
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Dissatisfied c omments from the respondents were as  
follows: 
Teachers 
1 .  Lack of concern by the board and administra­
tors -
2 .  Attempting to pay off a �400 , 000 debt in two 
years is not my idea of proper handling of 
our money. 
Ad.mini•trators 
1 .  A decided lack of leadership at the top. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  There are tvo schools in the junior high and 
we want another school .  It would operate 
much better. 
High School Students 
l ·  High school f}� too strict on tardies . 
Junior High Parents 
1 .  Mainly the lunch program at the high schoo l ;  
i t  stinks and s o  do the menus. 
Farmers 
1 .  'Mley don ' t  seem to c are •• long as the boat 
doesn't rock. 
Lay C iti zens 
1 .  We are too many years behind in physical 
facilities , curriculum, etc . , because the 
board and administrators hesitate t o  demand 
the means for planning for the future, in­
stead of for ye•terday. 
The f'o l l owinP, c ommen t s  were from v e ry d i s s a t i s fi ed 
respond e n t s .  
Jun i o r  H ieh s t u d e n t �  
1 .  D o  n o t  ;, � r e e  w i t h  b 1 1 !:'  1 np, or hi.r;her educ a t i o n .  
H igh Scho o l  Sturlen t s  
1 .  � i n o r  d e t a i l s  a r e  taken c a r e  o f ,  but bie�er 
i s su e s are i�no red or o v e r l o o k e d .  
Summary £!. R e spo n • '-�n t s •  .Sat i s f:tc t i on wi th Ope r a t i o n  o f 
Scho o l � .  S i n c e  n e a r ly one-half o f  t h e  r e s po n d e n t s  were P.ener-
ally nonc ommi t ta i , i t  wa s evi d e n t  th a t  t h ere was no P, r P. a t  
s a t i s fac t i o n  wi th t h e  scho o l s  n o r  a n y  P.r�at d i s s a t i sfac t i o n  
w i t h  t h e i r  opera t i o n .  0n t y  t h e  �choo t ho ar<l , a<tmini s t ra t o  rs , 
and bu s i n e s smen . had a ma j o r i t y  who were � a t i s f i ed .  
Respo n d en t s •  OEl n i o n s  Reea r d l n� � e e d  t o  G i ve Vn i t  &2 
G r a d u a t e s  P r e f e r e n c e  .!.! Oi � t r l c t  F. mployo e s .  t\bout three-
fifths of th e respond e n t � s a i d  1(Pra du a t e s  of th e u n i t ' s  sch o o l s  
should n o t  b e  � i v e n  prefe renc e wh en h i rinF. o f  teach e r s , admin-
i s t ra t o rs , e t c . i s  d o n e .  A s  n o t ed i n  Table 2 7 ,  some respond-
ents felt th e s e  ffrad u a t e s  sh o u l d  be g i v e n p r e f e r e nc e .  
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TABLF: 27 
NE ED TO G IVF. UNIT ,, 2  G �AntTA.TF.S PRF. FRRENCE AS DISTRICT EMPLOYEES 
Groups Yes No Do Not Know No Response 
Number Number Vumber Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 2 4o . o  3 60 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l ergymen 3 1 8 . 8  1 1  6 8 . 8 0 o . o  2 1 2 ·  5 
Teachers 4 14 . 8  19 70 . 4  3 1 1 . 1  1 '.3 · 7  
Admin i s t rators 1 12 - 5  7 87. 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Businessmen 4 26 . 7  8 53 . '.3 2 1 3 . 3 1 6 . 7  
J. H .  Students 7 29 . 2  7 29 . 2  10 41 . 7  0 o . o  
R .  s .  Students 6 26 . 1  14 60 . 9  3 1) . 0  0 o . o  
J. H .  Parents 0 o . o  11 84 . 6  1 7 . 7  1 7 . 7  
ff ,  s .  Parent s 4 2 8 . 6  8 57 . 1  2 14 . 3  0 o . o  
1'armers 4 22 . 2  1 1  6 1 . 1  0 o . o  3 16 . 7  
Lay C it i zens 4 1 8 - 2 1) 59 . 1  2 9 . 1 ) 1 3 . 6  
TOTAL 39 21 . 1  1 1 7  6 0 . 5 2'.3 1 2 - 4  11 5 . 9  
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Summary !! Respondent s •  Opinions Regarding Need i!!_ 
Give Unit I� Graduates Prefe renc e .!! District Employee s .  The 
majority of the responden ts indicated the unit ' s  graduat e s  
should not be �iven preference in the empl oyment practices.  
Howeve r ,  some respondents said they should. 
Responden t s •  Opinions Regarding Need !! Give Graduates 
9.!. Schools Other Tilan Unit i2 Preference !.!. District Employee s .  
According t o  Table 2 8 ,  over two-thirds of the respondent• be­
li eved no preference should be given to graduates of other 
school districts when hiring was done for the uni t .  There 
were some vho felt they should be given preferenc e .  
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TABLE 28 
NEED TO GIVE GRADUATF.S OF SCHOOLS OnIF.R THAN UNIT #2 
PREFERENCE AS DISTRICT EMPLOYEE S  
Groups Yes No no Not Know No Response 
Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 0 o . o  5 1 00. 0 0 o . o  0 o. o 
Clergymen 1 6 . 2  12 7 5 . 0  1 6 . 2  2 12 • .5 
Teachers 1 3 . 7 22 8 1 . 5 '.3 1 1 . 1  1 3 · 7 
Administrators 1 1 2 . 5 7 87 . 5 0 o . o 0 o . o  
�usinessmen 1 6 . 7  10 66 . 7  2 13 . , 2 l) . :J 
J .  H ·  Studen t s  5 20 . 8  11 4 5 . 8  8 '.33 · 3  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Students 7 30 . 0  14 60 . 9  2 a . 7  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parents 3 23 . 1  9 69 . 2  0 o . o  1 7 . 7  
ff .  s .  Parent• 2 14.  '.3 9 64 . )  3 21 . 4  0 o . o  
Farmers 1 5 . 6  14 77 . 8  0 o . o  3 1 6 . 7  
Lay C i t i zens 5 2 2 . 7  1 2  54 .  5 2 9 . 1  ' 1 3 . 6  
TOTAL 27 14 . 6  1 2 5  67 . 6  2 1  1 1 . 4  1 2  6 . 5 
c omment• by tho•e who felt there should be no prefer-
ence giYen were as follows : 
Jsnior H igh Parents 
1 .  Should be selec t ed becau•e of abi lity . 
H igh School Parents 
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1 .  Need new blood . Not people influenced from 
the past . 
Lay C iti zen• 
1 .  'Mle be•t qualified should be hired . 
2 .  No preference -- qualification most important. 
Summary !!,!_ Respondent s •  Opinions Regarding Need � Give 
Graduates !!, Schools Other Than Unit +! Preference !.! District 
Employee • •  OYer a majority of the respondents felt there 
should be no preference given to graduat es ot other schools 
when teacher s ,  administrators , etc . , vere hired tor this d i s-
trict . However, there were a few who said preference should 
be giYen t o  other s .  
Respondent s •  Sat isfaction with School Board'� Work. 
Over one-half or the respondents were not conwnitted to a 
definite answer, i ·  e ·  they were halt and hal f ,  had no opinion, 
or did not respond. According to Table 29 , there were a few 
more respondents who were satiefied with the quality of the 
school board ' s  work than were di ssat i sfied. But there was 
less general satisfaction with the board ' s  work than with the 
oYerall operation of the school s .  
Only the administrators had a majority that were satisfied 
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with the school board ' s  work. The school board i t s elf did not 
haYe a majority that was satisfied with i t s  own work. Teach­
ers genera lly took a neutral po sition.  
P erhaps the opinions about the school board ' s  work 
could be improYed i f :  
1 .  more constituents would attend the board meet­
ings. 
2 .  the school board wou ld keep the constituents 
better infonned as to the actions and the reasons 
for i t s  actions . 
Perhaps the lack of more information about the board ' •  
work was due to lack of spac e or time the local mass media had 
in i t •  c oYerage of the board ' s  meetings, because not always 
had the meetings been fully coYered in the media·  This i s  a 
situation in which a pub lic relations officer probably could 
reYeal not only the official actions of the board but also 
explain the reasons why the board follows certain polic ies 
and proc edures. 
TARLE 29 
RESPONDENTS ' SATISFACTION WI'rn QUALITY OF SCHOOL BOATlD ' S  WORK 
Groups Very Satis- Satisfied Half and nissat i s- Very Dis- No No Response 
fied Half fied satisfied Opinion 
Numb�r Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Perc ent Percent Percent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  2 4o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
C:lergymen 1 6 . 2 5 Jl . 2  4 2 5 . 0 J 1 8 . 8 f) o . o 2 12 . 5  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 '.3 .  7 '.3 1 1 - 1 lJ 4 8 . 1 6 22 . 2  4 1 4 . 8  0 o . o 0 o . o  
Administrators 0 o . o  5 6 2 . 5 0 o . o 0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 2 2 5 .  0 0 o . o  
Businessmen 6 o . o  7 4 6 . 7 5 3' 3 . '.3 1 6. 7 0 o . o  1 6 . 7  l 6 . 7  
J. H· students 2 8 .  '.3 5 20 . 8  '.3 1 2  . .s 1 h . 2  2 8 . 3  1 0  l.s l 7 l 4 . 2  
H .  S - Students 1 l.J, 3 2 8 - 7  4 17 - 4  4 1 7 . 4  2 8 - 7 10 4'.3 . 5 0 o . o 
J .  H .  Parents 1 7 . 7  IJ. J 0 . 8 5 1 8 .  ,, 2 1 5 .  4 1 7 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o 
H.  s .  Parents 0 o . o  J 2 1 . 4  6 42 . 8  1 7 . 1 0 o . o  '.3 2 1 . 4  1 7 . 1  
Fanners 1 5 . 6  5 27 . 8  4 22. 2 J 16 . 7  0 o . o  3 1 6 . 7 2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C itizens 0 o . o  4 1 8 - 2 5 2 2 . 7 4 1 8 . 2 () o . o 5 22. 7 4 1 8 . 2 
TOTAL 8 l• . '.3 4 4  2'.3 . 8 .Sl  27 . 6  26 14 . 1  1 0  5 . 4  36 1 9 . 5 10 5 . 4 
.... 
0 
0 
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The following comments were from those respondents who 
were very sati s fied with the quality of work the school board 
did· 
Junior H igh Students 
1 .  I ' m  sat isfied with the syst em .  
2 .  111ey teach you what you need t o  learn. 
H igh School Students 
1 .  I think they do a good job. 
The following c omment s were from those respondent• 
who were satisfied with the quality of work the school board 
did.  
Teachers 
1 .  I ' d  say we have a 4 .to ) board with three 
liberals. 
High School Students 
1 .  111ey are t rying pretty hard , anyhow ( except 
vhen it comes to fi ring coaches ) . 
Lar C i t i zens 
1 .  'Ibey seem t o  do their job. 
2 .  'Mley might haTe foreseen the need tor a 
separate junior high sooner. 
The following c omments were from those respondents who 
were half sati sf i ed and half di ssatisfied with the quality of 
work the school board did . 
C l e rgY!!en 
1 .  Some members [do] not want anything but glory. 
2 .  I haTe the impression that a l l  too often the 
board is swayed by negatiTe attitudes of 
seTeral members . 
High School Students 
l ·  'Ibey c ould do more . 
Junior High Parents 
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1 .  I feel that a teacher who wishes t o  bring a 
•ubject before the board should be able t o  
d o  s o  without being de�raded. 
2. 'Mley could work harder and fast er for a junior 
hi�h· 
Farmers 
1 .  'Ibey ar� crippled by social pressure. 
2. Like everyone they sometimes act without 
knowinp, all the fac t s .  
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  I feel the handling o f  the coach firing was 
handled in bad taste by the school board ! And 
the loc al papert t 
2 .  'Mtere �eems to be some spite involved among 
board members:  two factions - definitely not 
enou�h harmony. 
The fol lowing comments were from those respondents who 
were dis•atisfied with the quality of work the school board 
did-
Clergymen 
1 .  Board i s  too resentful of c i t i zen[s] or 
parent [s] erpressing opinions and also or 
teachers. 
2. Antagonistic to teachers , inconsistent from 
one meeting to next . Qt i� defensive. 
Not sufficiently farsight ed. 
3 ·  'nley tend t o  hire personnel with little o r  no 
experience when many more qualified people have 
applied for the job, but because of bein� able 
to hire the•e people more cheaply they do eo.  
Also, there i s  disc rimination o f  male and 
female in hiring -- males will now be hired 
over rema les . More of this probably pertain• 
to the administ rator than the board, for 
they may be unaware more qualified people 
have applied·  
Teachers 
1 .  They seem t o  b e  ant i -t eacher. 
High School Students 
1 .  It is run by one small group. 
Junior H igh Parents 
lOJ 
1 .  I do not believe in c losed se•s ion•· I 
think there could be an improvement in their 
relations with the t eachers. 
High School Parents 
1 .  Too many "yes" men. 
J'armers 
1 .  All they think about i s  �h4!] Robinson 
school and not the other achool• in the 
Unit 2 .  
2 .  Guidelines must be given t o  the school admin­
iatrators , and a follow-up to aee that it 
has been don e. If no guid elines , it reflect• 
in the students.  
, .  They have an unattached attitude toward the 
school aystem. They make rul es ,  but fail to 
see them thr fgugh J .  
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  'Ibey are too old,  most don ' t  have children 
in •chool now. They allow a c lique t o  form 
and let one-;eraon or two tell them how t o  
vote and vhat t o  do. 
2 .  Since the admini atrators do seem t o  be pri­
marily concerned with "business , "  the board 
ahould utilize the abi l ities and experienc e• 
ot the faculty to greater extent , and give 
{$hem] c redit f'or having some int elligenc e .  
3 ·  Ignore t eachers • suggestions as t o  needs of 
student s .  
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The following comments were from those respondents who 
were very dissatisfied with the quality o f  the school board ' s  
work· 
Teachers 
1 .  They are not all conc e rned with the welfare 
of the students or quality educ ation . 
2 .  They are only interested in keeping the tax 
rat e low and havinR a passable school system. 
Administrators 
1 .  Poor leadership has resu l t ed in mediocrity. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  The lf mile l imit on school buses.  
Summary of Respondent s •  Satisfac t ion with School Boftrd ' s  
Work. Sinc e over one-half o f  the respondents were generally 
uncommitted, it was apparent that there was not a great deal 
of approval or the board ' s  work nor was there a great deal of 
disapproval or its work. In regard to the additional c omment s ,  
there were more comments from those who had complaints about 
the board ' s  work. nie majority of these c omplaints were very 
negative in feeling. 
Respondent s •  Satisfaction with Administrat ors ' Work. 
As evident in Table 3 0 ,  over one-hal f  of the respondents were 
not sure i f  the administrators • work was sati sf"actory to them·· 
About one-fourth were satisfied , but less than that were d i s-
satisfied. 
Only two groups , c lergymen and administrators, had a 
majority who were sat i s fied with the administ rators • work. 
1 0 5  
'Mte board o f  education and the teachers who must work more 
closely with the admini strators than any other group were 
badly split oTer this question. llowever , both indicated 
only a sma l l  minority of support for a pprovinP. the quality 
of the administrators' work. There vc re more junior high 
students Who were satisfied than dissati sfied but more high 
school student• were more dissatisfied than satisfied . How­
ever, there were a number of students Who were not c o1111111 t ted . 
Perhaps this low approval of the administrator s •  work 
could be improTed by having the administrators keep the teach­
ers and board or educ ation better informed of their work. 
TABLF. JO 
RESPONDENTS' SATISFACTION WITH QUALITY OF ADMI NISTRATO RS' WORK 
Groups Very Satis- Sat i s fied Half and Dissatis- Very Di•- No No Response 
f ied Hal t'  fled satisfied Opinion 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Pere ent Percent Pere ent 
School Board 0 o . o  1 20 . 0 2 4o . o  1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l ergymen 1 6 . 2  8 50 . 0  3 1 8 . 8 2 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  1 6 . 2  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 3 . 7  4 14. 8 1 5 5 5 . 6  3 1 1 . 1  3 1 1 . 1  1 3 . 7  0 o . o  
Administrators 1 1 2 · 5 4 50 . 0  0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o  
Businessmen 0 o . o  6 4o . o  6 4o . o  1 6 . 7  0 o . o  1 6 . 7  1 6 . 7  
J .  H. Students 1 4. 2 2 8 . 3 8 33 . 3  1 4 . 2  0 o . o  1 0  4 1 . 7  2 8 . J  
H .  s. Students 0 o . o  2 a . 7  6 26 . 1  5 2 1 . 7  J 1 3 . 0  7 JO . O  0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 1 7 . 7  4 17 - 4  5 ) 8 . 5 1 7 . 7  2 1 5 - 4  0 o . o  0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Parents 0 o . o  3 2 1 . 4  J 2 1 . 4  J 2 1 . 4  1 ? · l  J 2 1 . 4  1 7 . 1  
Farmers 1 5 . 6  J 1 6 - 7 3 16 . 7  4 22 . 2  2 1 1 - 1  3 16 . 7  2 1 1 - 1  
Lay C i tizens 0 o . o  5 22 . 7  6 27 . 3  1 4 . 5  1 4. 5 5 22 . 7  4 1 a . 2 
TOTAL 6 3 . 2  42 22 . 7  51 J0 . 8  2J 1 2 . 4  lJ 7 . 0  3) 1 7 . 8  1 1  5 . 9  
.... 
0 
°' 
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'Mle fo llowing c onnnents were from those respondents who 
were Yery satisfied with the admini strat ors ' work. 
Lay C iti zens 
1 .  I feel they are constantly t rying to do what 
i s  best for the schoo l .  
The fo llowing comments were from tho se respondents who 
were satisfied with the adminis t rators ' work. 
C lergrmen 
1 .  Competent but unimaginat iYe· 
Jun ior High Students 
1 .  They do their job. 
Junior H igh Parents 
1 .  I believe they are doing their job, no more 
and no less.  
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  Our administrators generally are doing wel l .  
I may not agree with a l l  they d o ,  but who 
does agree with everyone. 
'Mle fol l owing comments were from those respondents who 
were half s·atistied and half dissatisfied with the administra-
tors• work. 
Board !! Education 
1 .  I think some of them could do a lot more and 
do a better job. 
C l e rgymen 
1 .  Some problems reported by the media indicate 
administration t iming ( except in elementary 
sections ) is lat e .  Problem• rise that should 
have been anticipated. 
Teachers 
1 .  Supt. v s .  faculty -- need a better line of 
c ommunication. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  I think they do the ft rj share of work. 
High School students 
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1 .  Courj school looks o. I( . , but I wish we c ou l d  
have open c ampus .  
2 .  I ' m  not sure what they are doing most o r  the 
t im e .  
3 .  They are pretty slow and unhelpful at time s .  
Junior H igh Parents 
1 .  They seem to be with very l i t t l e  feeling for 
individual problems of the stud en t s .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1. I t  seems t o  me that the role administrators 
have has _).ncreasingly bec ome one of bu siness 
and 0:ha � educ ation ( a ll aspect s z  d i s c ipline, 
curriculum, etc . ) i s  en t i rely the responsi­
bi lity of the t eachers· 
The fo l lowing comments were from those respondents who 
were d i s sa t i s fied with the administrat ors • work· 
C l e rgymen 
1 .  Too much catering to downtown coaching. 
Administrators 
1 .  What superintendent can spend ) half days 
weekly visiting c l asses? 
High School Students 
t .  They won ' t  take any finn stand on serious 
mat ters. 
2 .  I don ' t  believe that most o f  the i r  work is 
very important . 
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rarmers 
1 - They don ' t  seem to care as long as the boat 
doesn ' t  -roc k .  
2 .  Too much dou b l e  t a l k .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  I am not sat i s fied bft�ause they s e em unabl e 
to ma intain d i sc i pl ine , a re evasive when 
asked about ru l e s  an<t regu l ations , don ' t  
seem t o  know what ' s  going on i n  the •choo l s .  
The f o l l owing c omments were from tho s e  respondents who 
were very d i s s a t i s fied with the admin i s t rat ors • work. 
Teachers 
1 .  I feel they are complacent in the i r  jobs , 
and some are not r e a l l y  conc e nl ed with the 
interest of the chi ldren and t eacher•· 
H igh School Student s 
l ·  They are just l ike the teachers . They c ould 
care l e s s  what happens .  
2 .  11te admini s t rators have made no satis factory 
contact with either studen t s  o r  the pa rent s .  
In other word s ,  we d o n ' t  know what ' s  going 
o n .  A l s o ,  "fre e •  bus s e rT i c e  is not a llowed 
to students within 1 m i l e ;  however, we have 
fancy l i ghting in our aud i t orium , piped-in 
music in  our study hal l s  and newly painted 
ha l l s .  
Jun i o r  H igh Parent s 
1 .  I think that everything n e eds changed onc e in 
awhi l e ,  mo s t l y  the admi ni strat o r s .  
Farmers 
1 °  M ishand l i ng of fund s .  Dishonesty in present­
ing fac t s  to the school board and teacher• 
seem to be every day things in thi s  c o111ntunity. 
A high school parent who had no opinion about the 
admini st rat ors•  work expl ained , "I real l y  don ' t  know what they 
do . Perhaps i t  they spoke at c ivic organi zat i on• , wrote for 
media or had a weekly radio program ( churches do ) ,  we would 
know more · " 
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Summary of Respondent s •  Sat i s faction with Admi n i s t ra­
t o r s •  Vork. Only one-fourth of the respondents were s a t i s -
fied with the quality o r  the admini s t rators '  work, but OYer 
one-half were noncomm i t t a l .  On l y  the c l e rgymen and adm i n i s t ra­
tors were sat i sfied with the admini s t rator s '  work· The t each­
ers and school board were split among themselYes in t rying to 
reach an opinion. More of those who were unhappy in some degree 
e laborated on the i r  opinion about th� admini s t rators'  work. 
Some of the d i s • a t i s ti ed c ommen t s  were •ery negatiYe in feeling. 
Respondent s •  Sat i sfaction with Teachers ' Work· Nearly 
one-half of the responden t s  were sat i s f i ed with the t e achers' 
work. Whi l e  only a few were d i s sa t i sfied, there were almost 
one-ha l f  who were uncommitted , i ·  e. half sati s f i ed and half 
di seat i •fied , no opinion, and no respons e .  
Accordin� t o  Table 3 1 ,  n o  •chool board member, c l er«Y­
man, admi n i s t rator, or businessman was di s s a t i s f i ed with the 
quality of the t eachers • work· A l • o ,  only three respondents 
were Yery d i s sa t i sfied. A majority or the t eachers , adminis­
t rators , and junior high parents approved the quality or the 
work. 
TABLE '.3 1  
RESPONDENTS' SATISJACTION WITH QUALITY o r  TEACHERS' WORK 
Groups Very Sati•- Satist'ied Halt and Di••atia- Very Di•- No No Response 
t'ied Half' t'ied satist'ied Opinion 
Nur.ber Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Perc ent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 0 o . o  2 4o . o  3 60. 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Clergymen 1 6 . 2  6 31 · 5  4 25. 0 0 o . o 0 o . o  4 2 5 . 0  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 6 22. 2 1 1  40. 7 6 22 . 2  2 '7 .  4 0 o . o  2 7 . 4  0 o . o  
Admin 1st ra to rs 0 o . o  7 87 . 5  1 12. 5 0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Busines•men 0 o . o 4 26 . 7  8 53 . 3  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 6 . 7  2 13 . 3  
J .  ff .  Students 1 4 . 2  1 1  4 5 .  8 5 2 0 . 8 ) 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  J 12 · 5 1 4 . 2  
H .  s .  Students 2 8 . 7 6 26 . 1  9 '.39 · 1 2 8.  '7 1 4 . )  ) 1) . 0  0 o . o  
J .  ff .  Parent s 1 7 . 7  6 46 . 2 4 3 0 . 8 1 7 . 7  1 '7 .  7 0 o . o  0 o . o  
ff .  s .  Parent• 0 o . o  6 42 . 8  4 28 . 6  0 o . o  1 7 . 1 2 14 . 3  1 7 . 1  
farmers 2 1 1 . 1  ' 16 . 7  5 27 . 8  2 1 1 . 1  0 o . o  4 22 . 2  2 1 1 . l  
Lay Citizens 1 4 . 5 9 40 . 9  ' 1) . 6  1 4. 5 0 o . o  4 18 . 2  4 18 . 2  
TOTAL 14 7 . 6  7 1  3 8 . 4  52 28. 1 1 1  5 .  9 3 i . 6  2) 12. 4 1 1  5 . 9  
.... 
.... 
.... 
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The following cormnents were from those respondents who 
were very satisfied with the teachers• vork. 
High School Students 
1 .  Some t eachers do more than their share of 
work and they do it in a very precise manner. 
'Mle following conunents were from those respondents who 
vere satisfied vith the t eachers• work· 
Teachers 
1 .  A• a whole I be lieve they are doing an 
acc eptable job of teachin� boys and girls. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  Tiley t each u s  Yery wel l .  
2 .  Most t eachers do the wo rk they need t o  d o  at 
the school a�d take part with the students 
and the i r  vork. 
) .  They do a good job. 
High School Students 
1 .  Mine are a l l  qu ite interested and qualified· 
2. I ' m  satisfied with thei r work. 
Junior Righ Parents 
1 .  Mo•t o f  the teachers make a sati sfac tory 
effort in their work. 
2. 'Ibey seem t o  be doing as [!ret y as c ou l d  be 
expec t ed· 
High School Parents 
1 .  Some years I am satisfied vith a teacher and 
then he gets to be �ood and he leaves and ve 
start all over again . 
2 .  Tiley do what the students let them do and 
some parent s .  
Farmer• 
1. Student load and clas sroom fac ilities limit 
a l l  teachers. They are doing the be•t po••ible 
in the present situation. 
11) 
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  'lllere seems t o  be a large percent [ag� of' 
students who continue their educ ation af'ter 
high schoo l .  
2 .  Most are well qua l i fi ed ,  but a l l  should attempt 
to expand their knowledge for better c lasses 
and for themselves ,  more pay. 
) . A• tar as I know mo•t of' the(m] work more 
than they get paid fo r. 
4. As in all Yocations and professions , there 
are some ( and in educ ation, a few i s  too 
•any ) who cannot or wi l l  not extencr-the time 
and energy to improve the · quall y of teaching. 
The following co111nents were from tho•e respondent• who 
were half' •atisfied and half' dissatisfied with the teacher•' 
work. 
Board of' Education 
-
1 .  Again most of' the t eachers are doing exc ellent 
work. But there are some who just do not care • 
2 .  I think some teachers are more intere•ted in 
the lia]selves than in the student s .  
C le rgY!!•n 
1 .  A c ertif'icate t o  teach does not nece•sarily 
make one a teacher. 
Teachers 
1 .  A lot o f  them don't haYe the room o r  mater­
ials they need t o  do a better job. I f  they 
had rac i l i t i e s ,  they could do bet ter work. 
Businessmen 
1 .  Occasionally •omething happens that indicates 
lack of information. • . 
High School Students 
1 .  One teacher does nothing �nc!J the rest t ry 
and do a fairly good job. 
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Junior High Parents 
1 .  Teacher[s]do ve ry l i t t l e  work any more. They 
do very l i t t l e  test making any more and the 
children grade the i r  ovn test paper•· 
H igh School Parents 
1 .  My chi ldren ' s  knovledP,e and l earning seem to 
be at extreme s ,  from poor to exc e l l ent de­
pending on which teacher they get . Some 
[areJmueh bet ter than others . 
The fol lowing e oonen t s  were from those respondents who 
were d i ssatisfied with the teachers• work. 
Teacher• 
1 - Too many forms to f i l l  out .  Paperwork has 
taken the place of teaching. 
Junior High Student s 
1 .  They should do more work. Too much assigning 
and not enough teaching. 
High School · Student.a 
In some eases I find teachers who make 
attempt t o  keep the students thinking. 
teacher• u s e  no imagination to enhance 
qua l i ty of their teaching. 
Junior High Parents 
no 
Many 
the 
1 .  'Mley haTe no real interest i n  teaching and 
making it interesting for pupi l s .  
Farmer• 
1 .  I f  they did their job right , students wouldn ' t  
have t o  rely on the t e l ephone and parents t o  
get the i r  l e ssons. 
Summary !!! Respondents• Sat i s faction with Teachers • 
Work. Whi l e  nearly one•ha l f  of the respondents were satiafied 
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with the quality ot the teachers' work, about the same number 
were nonco�nittal. There were a rev who were dissatisfied. 
Teachers, admini strators , and junior high parent• expressed 
approYal or the teachers' work. 11\e extra comments were 
primarily from those who were not c rit i c al or unhappy . 
Respondent s •  Satisfaction with Teaching Method • ·  About 
the same number or respondents were sat i s fied with the teach­
ing methods used in the di strict as did not commit thems elYes 
to a definite answer, i .  e - half satisrted and halt dissatis­
fied , no opinion, or no response.  Only a rev were dlssatis­
ried with the method• ·  
A s  noted in Table 3 2 ,  teachers were more satisfied with 
the teaching methods than anyone e l s e .  Teachers might be com­
placent about their method s ,  but there was a close agreement 
by the total respondents regarding the teachers• work and the 
teaching method s .  A l so , high school students and parents did 
not rate the method• as high as did the junior high students 
and parents and t eacher•· Exactly one-half or the administra­
tors were sat i s fied with the teaching methods .  
TABLF. 3 2  
RESPONDENTS' SATISFACTION WITH TEACHING METHODS USED IN DISTRICT 
Groups Very Sat i s- Satisfied Half and Dlsaa t i s- Very Dia- No No Respon se 
f ied Half fied satisfi ed Opinion 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Perc ent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 0 o . o  2 4o . o  '.3 6 0 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 0 - 0  0 o . o  
C l e r�ymen 2 1 2 . 5  5 3 1 . 2  '.3 1 8 . 8 2 12 . 5  0 o . o '.3 1 8 . 8 1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 '.3 .  7 1 5  5 5 . 6  6 2 2 . 2 2 7 . 4  2 7 . 4  0 o . o 1 J · ?  
Admini s t rators 1 1 2 . 5 3 3 7 . 5 3 '.3 7 · 5  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Businessmen 1 6 . 7  4 26 . 7  5 33 . 3  1 6 . 7  0 o . o  2 13 . 3  2 13 . 3  
J .  H .  Students 3 1 2 . 5  1 1  4 5 . 8 5 20. 8 '.3 1 2 .  ') 0 o . o  2 8 1 0 o . o  
H. s. Students 1 4 . 3  4 1 7. 4  13 56 . 5 4 1 7 . 4  0 o . o  l 4 .  3 0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 2 1 5 .  4 5 ) 8 .  5 5 ) 8 .  5 0 o . o  1 7 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o  
H · s .  Parents 0 o . o  5 '.3 5 ·  7 6 42 . 8  0 o . o  1 7 . 1 1 7 . 1  1 7 . 1 
Farmers 1 5 . 6  '.3 16 . 7  '.3 16 . 7  '.3 16 . 7  0 o . o  5 27 . 8  3 16 . 7  
Lay C i t i zens 4 1 8 . 2  5 22 . 7  3 1 3 .  6 1 4 .  s 0 o . o  6 2 7 .  '.3 '.3 13 . 6  
TOTAL 16 8 . 6  62 3 3 . 5  5 5  29 . 7  1 7  9 . 2  4 2 . 2 20 1 0 . 8 1 1  5 . 9 
..... 
.... 
CT\ 
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nte following comments were from those respondents who 
were Yery satisfied and satisfied with the teaching methods. 
lunior High Parents 
1 .  Look a t  the students of the past who have 
made good in adult life.  
Lay C iti zens 
1 .  I am very well satisfied with the teaching 
methods espec ially at Washington. 11t1s new 
reading method and ma th (are] just fine . 
C l ergymen 
1 .  Some could be updated , but that lies with 
the teachers and school board. 11te parents 
will only a l low so much change . 
Teachers 
1 .  'ntere are ext remely excellent teachers on 
Unit f2 staff. 'Mley have adequate teaching 
methods. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  I am completely satisfied with the teaching 
method s .  
2 ·  'ntey are fair and give a c ertain amount of 
opportuni ties.  If the student does not obey, 
they then get punished. 
3 ·  111e method my teachers u se 1 •  easy t o  under­
stand. 
High School Students 
1 .  Most of the teachers understand our problems 
as kids ! 
Lay C it izens 
1 .  1be only course I am concerned with is math. 
I think all my children have had below average 
teachers in math. Thi a  is important [becaus!J 
my son is going for engineering. I hope he 
has enough. 
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2 ·  I think there could be more d ivis ion into 
fast and s low p,roups in readi� and math in 
lower grad e s .  
3 ·  Most teachers are d edic ated and hone s t  but 
with an influx of s o  many younp,er t eacher s ,  
[];here are] some wh 0  do not seem t o  re.a.l ly 
enjoy their work. Tht-v could stand im·�rove­
men t .  
'Mle fo l l owing commen t s  were from tho s e  respondent.s who 
were half satisfied and half d l s s a t i s Ci ed with the t eaching 
method 9 .  
c l e ramen 
1 .  I feel there c ou ld b e  much more c reativit y .  
2 .  Some improvement o f  a t t itude and pedago�i­
c a l  ph i l o sophy for at least a few is mu1:h 
desired . 
Teachers 
1 .  Too much t ime a l l o t ted t o  extra-curricular 
ac t iv i t i e s  i n s t ead of t eaching or scho o l .  
2 .  We should try some new methods such a s  ·team 
teaching, et c . , but keep the o ld ones that 
are good . 
3 ·  Some methods are not suited t o  age of pupi l s  
( over u s e  o f  lectu ring in high schoo l ,  1�00 
11 t tle pupil participation in some c las:se s ) .  
Businessmen 
1 .  The student s e ems to know, but he does 11ot 
communicate well enough. Seems unable 1:0 
�peak c l early or wri t e  l egibly. 
2 .  C o l l ege bound studen t s  need more math. 
Junior H igh Students 
1 .  I l ike the t eaching methods in most vay:1 . 
I f  the t eacher give �J you a study guidt!, 
t e l l s  you to f i l l  it in and gives you a t e s t  
the next d a y ,  f.i tJ i s  not La] good method. 
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High School Students 
1 .  Qui t e  a few t e achers " load" their stud�nt s ,  
leaving no time o r  incentive for extra work. 
2. Some of the older teachers u s e  their o l d  
methods and never try anything new. 
Junior High Parents 
1 .  E l ementary schools are hampered by the .new 
system being used now. Readinr: i s  bein.g lef't 
out to l�J much as high school students 1can•t 
read and understand i t ,  t o o .  
2 .  They spend very l i t t l e  t ime with the s l •:>V 
learner. 
High School Parents 
1 .  Teacher should push them harder. 
2. Can only base opinion on observations oj� my 
own children. Individual teachers seem t o  
b e  the key. Some have the ability t o  
motivate and teach and children work 1'01:­
them. Others are c la s s  " j oke • "  [becausu thei) 
can ' t  control or teach. Ha'Ye not heard of 
team t eaching being t ried or students boing 
moved to harder c la s s e s  when they exceed the 
demands of the subject being tau�ht. 
Farmers 
1 .  I think students should be introduced ta1 
different types of vocations and t rades and 
a ll owed to spend some time in actual wor·k on 
them to determine if they want to make i t  
the i r  life ' s  work. 
Tile fo l lowing comments were from those respondents who 
were d i s s a t i s fied and very d i s satisf'i ed with the t eaching 
method s .  
C lereymen 
1 .  'Mley nee� reeu l a r  daily p. E ·  c l as s e s  in the 
e l em .  5chool under full t ime p .  E · instructorsJ 
art teacher t'ull time in grades 1 �n{J up for 
sched u l ed c la s s e s  at least once weekly; more 
team t t11aching; special reading c la s s es ( not 
j u s t  " remedial" ) ;  t . v . for educ ational programs 
in a l l  rooms-
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2 .  Too much dependence o n  workbooks and home 
study . I do not limit thi s  c ri t icism t o  
Robinson. This s e ems to be a nat ion-wide 
trend. 
Teachers 
1 .  Teachers need t o  be m n r e  individualized in 
their t eachinp, appro � c h .  
Admini s t rators 
1 .  New method s ,  techniques , approaches appear 
to be needed . 
Junior H igh Stud ents 
1 .  The t eachers seem a �  Li� they are there t o  
have a r,ood time -
High School Students 
1 .  I have found that be�inn inp, in h igh 8ch.ool 
teachers use much more ima�ination than before. 
Actu a l l y  there are too rew t eachers who are 
makinP, the i r  c la s s e s  interest ing. 
2 .  I don•  t blame teachers.  I am d i s sa t i s f'ied 
because c l as s e s  are t o  [ol lonp,. 70 mir1. i s  
terrib l e - Every t eacher I have i s  almost 
always done with his presentat ion and d i s­
c u s s i on in 5 0  o r  60 min.  The studen t s  be­
come bored and grow t i red in such long c l as s e s .  
If each c lass were shortened that would en­
abl e the student to take another course. 
Farmers 
1 .  Teaching methods are � t i l l  in mod e l  T days 
when other thinP,s have advanc ed so much .  
Junior High Paren t s  
1 .  You �ive the k i <t s  homework when they noed 
help. "le pare n t s  don ' t  know how with u l l  
o f  thP. new method s .  I f  you u s e  these new 
met horl � ,  then teach them at school and don ' t  
send the kids home with them! 
1 2 1  
5ununary !!.!. Responde nt s •  Satisfaction with Teaching 
� e t hod s .  Almo s t  four tim e s  a s  many responden t s  were satisfied 
a s  were dissat isfied with the teach i nP," methods u s ed in the 
district. However, there were many rP.5 µonden t s  who were non­
conunit t a l .  Teachers were more s at i s f i ed with the t eaching 
m e t hod s t han anyone else. 
R e sponden t s •  Opinio ns o f  Teachers• Und ers t andine of 
Children•� Need s .  O n ly parents o f  element ary school children 
were t o  answer t his q u e s t ion. Therefo r e ,  three-fourths o f  the 
respondents did not respond to the q u e � t i on.  I t  was p o s s ib l e  
that some parents of element ary children did not respond, but 
the majority were undoubt e d l y  not parents of s u ch child ren. 
Of those who did respond t o  the q u e s t ion , nearly three-fourths 
felt the t eac her did un de rs tand t he childre n ' s  needs. Of the 
r e maining respond e n t s ,  as �hown in Tahle J J ,  abou t half in­
dicated they were uncert ain and the other one half said they 
did not believe the teachers did under9tand the children' s 
needs. 
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TAALF. 3 '3 
TF.ACHE'RS ' UND'R �STANDING OF CHTLDR�N ' S  NF.F.DS 
Groups Yes No Uncertain No Re1sponse 
Number Number \lumber Numbe! r  
Percent Perc e n t  Perc ent Pe1reent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  4 80 . 0  
C l e r�ymen 4 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  3 1 8 . 8  9 56 . 2 
Teachers 5 J P . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  22 Al . 5 
Admi n i s t rators 0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  7 87 . 5 
Bu sinessmen 3 20 . 0  0 0 .  () 0 o . o  1 2  80 - 0  
J .  H .  Paren t s  r; 3 8 .  5 4 3 0 . 8 0 o . o  4 J 0 . 8  
H. 5 .  Parents 4 2 8 . 6  0 o . o  2 14 . J  8 .5 7 .  l 
Farmers 5 2 7 . 8  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 )  7 2 . 2 
Lay C i t i zens 5 2 2 . 7 1 4 .  5 0 o . o  16 72 - 7  
TOTAL 3 2  1 7 . 1  6 '3 .  2 5 2 . 7  142 76 . 8  
1 2 3  
The f o l l owi ng c o mm e n t s  were from t h o s e  responde n t s  wh o  
bel ieved t h e  t e ache rs d i d  c a r e  about t h e i r  chi l d r e n -
C l ergymen 
1 .  P o s i t i v e  impre s s i o n  a t  Open H o u s e ·  
Teachers 
1 .  I n  the e l em e n t a ry scho o l s I be l i eve that they 
d o .  In the pa s t  the t ea c h e r s  have been con­
c e rn ed with the pro�re s s  of my chi ld r� n .  
Admi n i s t ra t o rs 
1 .  � o � t  of the e l em e n t a ry t e achers s e em compe t e nt 
and d e d i c a t ed t o  educ a t in� c h i ldren.  
H igh School Paren t s  
1 .  They se�m rP.a l l y  c once rned during Am e r i c a n 
Fd - We e k ·  �e have a rood s t a f f  o f  e l eme nt a ry 
t e acher� i n  our sma l l  s c h o o l .  
2 .  M y  c h i l d ren o n l y  came h e r r  l � s t  year and a l l  
t h e  t eachers have La� c e p t e d  them v e ry we l l .  
We a r e  v � r y happy h e re . 
Lay C i t i z e n s  
1 .  At thi s t i m e  I be l i eve m y  daugh t e r  h a s  one 
o f  the be s t ,  i f  not the b e s � , t e acher i n  
�rade schoo l .  
The f o l lowing comment was from a respondent who f e l t  
the t e achers d id not r.are 3bout the c h i l d r e n .  
Jun i o r  H igh P a r � n t s  
t .  'Ibey a r P.  more i n t e r e s t ed i n  t h e  pay c h e c k .  
Summary of ne spond ent s '  Qr>_�n i ons o f  Teach e rs '  U n d e r s t and-
� of Ch i l dren ' s  N e ed s .  � � a rly three · fourths of the respond-
ent s b e l i eved t h e  t e a c h " 1·�5 d i <l u1 .. <l P. rs t and the c h i l d ren ' s  need s .  
The rema i n i ng responden•· � were f a i r l y  evenly d i v ided b e t w e e n  
being uncertain and indicating the t eachers were not underst and-
ing. 
Responden t s •  Opinions About Number of Teachers Who 
-
Care About Student s .  Only parents of s ec ondary school age 
children were to answer this question. rh erefore • about two-
thirds of the respondents did not respond t o  the questio n .  
Undoubtedly there were some parents o f  secondary school a�e 
children who did not respond , but the majority were probably 
not parents of such children. 
As noted in Table 34, about one--half of those \mo did 
have secondary school children in their families felt a l l  or 
most of the teachers did c a re about their student s .  About the 
same number of respondents felt about half of' the teachers did 
care and about half felt that fev or none c a red · Tilese point s 
of view were about consistent with feelin�s regardinR the 
operation of the school s ,  t eachers • work, and teachinR methods. 
Groups 
School Board 
r l e rrrV""'� r  
Teachers 
Admini s t rators 
Bu s in e s smen 
J. H .  Parent s 
H .  s .  Parents 
Fa nners 
Lay C i t i zens 
TOTAL 
TAALF. J4 
Nlfl.fAF R AND PERC iNTAG'E OF TEACHERS WHO CARE ABOtTT STUDENTS 
All �'o st Ha l f'  Few None No Opinion No Response 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Perc ent Percent Percent Percent Percent P e re ent Pe rcent 
0 o . o  1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 4o . o  
l 6 . 2  J 1 8 . 8 1 6 . 2  1 6 . 2  0 o . o  1 6 . 2  9 56 . 2  
1 J · 7 2 7 . 4  1 J · 7  0 o . o  0 0 - 0  0 o . o  2J 8 5 . 2 
2 2 5 .  0 1 1 2 . 5 1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  4 50 . 0  
1 6 . 7  4 26 . 7  J 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  7 46 . 7  
1 7 . 7  5 3 8 . 5 2 1 5 .  4 3 23 . 1  2 1 5 ·  4 0 o . o  0 o . o  
1 7 . 1  6 4 2 . 8 2 14. J 2 14 . J  1 7 . 1 0 o . o  2 14 - J 
1 5 . 6  1 5 . 6  0 o . o  1 5 . 6  0 o . o 1 5 . 6  14 77 . 8  
6 2 7 . 3 0 o . o  2 9 . 1 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  14 63 . 6  
14 7 . 6  23 1 2 . 4  lJ 7 . 0  8 4 , 3  J 1 - 6  2 1 . 1 1 2 2  6 5 . 9  
.... 
N 
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The f o l lowine comments were f'rom those respond e n t s  who 
beli eved about ha l f  o f  the teachers cared about the c h i l d r e n .  
C l ergymen 
1 .  From conversations vi th my ch i ld ,  I f1,el that 
t o o  many of the teac he r� spend t o o  much time 
�iving t h e i r  own opi ni on on t o o  many unrelated 
subjec t s .  
Junior H igh Paren t s  
D fu� t o  overcrowding , the teachers d ·O n o t  have 
t � e  t o  Rive t o  i n d i v i d u a l  s t u d e n t s  a e  i s  
sometimes needed . 
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  Sometimes my c h i ld n e e d s  h e l p .  
help him and some won • t .  
Some ·teachers 
The f o l l owing comments were from tho s e  respondents who 
be l i eved few teachers Rave a t t e n t i on t o  the c h i ld r e n .  
Ju n i o r  H igh Paren t s  
1 .  Some o f  these t eachers are not much more than 
children themselve s .  
H igh School Paren t s  
1 .  - Th e  c h i ldren need a chance t o  have a 
Farmers 
teacher look a t  them a• people wit� f e e l ings 
rather than a fji] obligation t o  be met during 
c l a s s room period o n l y .  
1 .  Each c h i l d  has a l i t t l e  rl 1 fferent homo l i fe 
with d i fferent probl ems . My chi ldren have 
a retarded brother. 
A member of the board o f  edu c a t i o n  vho d i d  not 1:-espond 
t o  the q u e s t i o n  did add thi s conunent , " I ' l l  not mark an I 
f'eel my c h i ld needs understandinp, and a t t ent i o n  but n o t  
sympathetic understand i ng . " 
1 2 7  
summary !!..!. Re!pondent s •  Opinions About Number .2! Teach­
!.!.!. � Care About Student s .  Of those who were t o  res:pond to 
the question,  about one-half be lieved all or most of th� 
teachers in the secondary school did e s re about their s·tudents .  
Almost the same number indicated that he lf of the teach•ars did 
as said few or none of the teachers cared . 
Respondent s •  Satisfaction with Treatment o t  Stud�nts. 
Over four times as many respondents were sati sfied with the 
treatment of' the students in the achoo ls as were d i s sat:lsfied. 
C lo s e  to one-third of' the respond ents were half satisf'i,,d and 
half d i ssati sfied . 
According t o  Table '3 5 ,  about twice a s  many junio1� high 
parent s and high school parents were satisfied than wer1t the 
student s .  HoweTer, regarding dissati sfaction,  junior h�lgh 
students and parents were in c lo s e  agreement , but there wa• 
no agreement at all between the senior high students and par­
en t s .  Thi s  lack of' a�reement could be due t o  a disagre1tment 
in values , 1 .  e .  the F,eneration eap, or a lack o f'  communica­
tion. A l so some parents still believe that t eachers aro a l ­
ways riRht and students are always wrong when a problem occurs 
at school · 
Groups 
School Board 
C 1 e rf!,ymen 
Teachers 
Admi n i strators 
Businessmen 
J .  H. Students 
H .  s .  Students 
J. n .  Parents 
H. s .  Parent s 
Farmers 
Lay C i t i zens 
TOTAL 
TABLE 3 5  
RE SPONDENTS' SATISFACTION WITH TR.EAT'MF.NT OF STUDBNTS 
Very Satis- Sat i s fi ed Half and Dissatis- Very Dis- No No Response 
tied Ralf tied satisfied Opinion 
Number Number Number Number Number �umber Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent P e rc ent 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
2 
2 
o . o  
6 . 2  
o . o  
o . o  
6 . 7  
8 . 3 
8 . 7  
2 1 5 - 4 
0 o . o 
1 5 . 6  
1 4 . 5 
10 5 . 4  
3 
7 
14 
7 
9 
5 
4 
5 
6 
3 
7 
7 0 
6 0 . 0  0 o . o 
43 . 8  3 1 8 . R 
5 1 . 8  7 2 5 . 9  
87 - 5  1 1 2 . 5 
6 0 . 0  1 6 . 7 
20 - 8  1 2  5 0 . 0 
17 . 4  1 2  5 2 . 2 
J 8 .  5 3 23 . 1  
4 2 . 8 6 L�2 . 8  
16 . 7  5 27 . 8  
3 1 . 8 5 2 2 . 7  
37 . 8  5 5  2 9 . 7 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
o . o  
6 . 2  
7 . 4  
o . o  
o . o  
1 � 2 
5 21 . 7  
1 7 . 7 
0 o . o  
3 16 . 7  
2 9 . 1  
1 I) f3. 1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
3 
o . o 
o . o 
o . o 
o . o 
o . o  
8 . 3  
o . o 
7 . 7  
o . o 
o . o  
� ,.. V • V 
1 
2 
2 
0 
1 
I. 
0 
0 
1 
4 
'· .... 
1 .  6 1 7  
20 . 0 
1 2 .  5 
7 . 4 
o . o  
6 . 7  
8 . 3 
o . o  
o . o  
7 . 1  
22 . 2  
.. 0 ,, .A v  • ._ 
1 
2 
2 
0 
3 
0 
0 
1 
1 
2 
� ./ 
9 .  2 1 5  
20 . 0  
1 2 . 5 
7 . 4  
o . o  
20 . 0 
o . o  
o . o  
? · ?  
7 . 1 
1 1 . 1 
1 't .  h 
_ _, -
a . 1 
� 
I\) 
CJ) 
1 29 
Sunnnary of Respond ent s •  S a t i s fact ion with Treatment 2[_ 
Student s .  J1espondents vere more s a t i s fied and half s a t i s fi ed 
and h a l f  d i ssati s f i ed th�n they werP. di s s a t i s f i e d .  �! ore hi�h 
school students were d i s s <\ t i s fl ed t h an any o ther �roup. How­
eve r ,  the hiP.h school parents were not cii ssati s f i ed at a l l .  
Stn·!MARY· nespondents were most :iJat i s fied with the 
tnache r s •  work even thouP.h :l t was not q u i t e  a majority opini on. 
�ext in the order of the respond e n t � •  s a t i s fac t i on were �s 
f o l l ows : t eachin� method s ,  treatment o f  �tudents , scho o l  
board ' s  work, and admin j � t ra t o r s •  work - Of those wtlo were t o  
respond t o  t h e  two que�t ions , over a m a j ority b e l i eved the 
teachers underst ood and c a rect about th e student s .  Howeve r ,  in 
this s ec t i o n ,  the re werP, �any respond ents who were noncommit­
t a l  regardinr. s everal q u P, � t i on� . The feel inP, was a l s o  that 
the u nit  shou ld not �ive any preferenc e t o  1 t s own �raduat es 
or other graduat e s  when i t  hires emp l oye e s .  
Ry and large , i t  aopeared that most people were s a t i s ­
f i ed with t h e  t eachers an d  somewhat l e s s  s a t t �fied w i t h  the 
board o f  educ a t i on anrl the admin i s t rators . 
DI SCIPLJ\'T-: IN TlT'-: sr.TtOOLS A�n nmn:: s  AS '.-:XP HF.SSED BY 
'f'TT� Rt.SPONTH: 'rT S ·  Seven quest ions i n  the quest i onnaire were 
devoted to the problem of d i sc i r1J 1ne in the scho o l s  and at 
home. This was a prob l em that o ft e n  arose at schoo l and at 
home. 
nespondent s •  Op� n i on s C on c e rn in.e � S t ri c t n e s s  o f  
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Disc ipl ine. Over one -third o f  the responden ts sai d  the 
d i sc ipl ine in the schoo l - was not s t r i c t  enouffh· Almost one ­
third felt the d i sc i p l ine wa s about r1t?h t ,  whi l e  <mly a few 
bel i eved i t  was t oo s t r i c t .  
A s  noted in Table J6 , a ma j or i t y  of the teache r s ,  
board o f  educ a t i on members , and high scho o l  paren1:s indicated 
the d i sc ip line was not s t ri c t  enouP,h· A majority of t h �  
j u n i o r  high parents Ce l t  1 t  was about riP.h t .  Exac t ly one-half 
of' the junior hiP,"h students b e l i eved the d i sc ip l i n e  of the 
school was about rip,ht al s o .  
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nF.SPO�mENTS ' OPINIONS C ONC � RNING TITF. STRICTNE SS OF DISCIPLI� 
Groups Much Too Too Strict Abou t RiRht Not Stric t Nowhere no Not No 
Strict F.nouP.'h Nearly Know Re spons e 
strict 
£no ugh 
Numbe r �:umber Numbe r Number Number Number Number 
P e rc ent P erc en t P e rc ent P er.c en t Percent P ercent Percent 
Scho n l  1�na rd 0 o . o  0 o . o  2 4o . o  2 4o . o 1 20 . 0  0 0 0 0 o . o  
C lerl!ymen 0 o . o 0 0 0 h 2 5 .  0 !.i. 2 5 ·  0 1 6 . 2  5 1 1 · 2 2 1 2 .  5 
Teachers 0 o . o  l 3 7 ) 1 1 . 1  16 59.  2 " 1 8 .  5 1 3 . 7  1 3 . 7  
Administ rators ('\ " o . o  0 o . o  6 7 5 .  0 1 12 . .5 0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  
Bu s i n e s smen 0 o . o  1 6 7 3 20 . 0  6 ho o 0 o . o 1 :? O .  (' 2 13 - 3  
J .  H ·  Students 2 8 . '.3 3 1 2 . 5 1 2  50 . 0 2 8 . 3 l 4 . 2  l. 8 . 3  2 8 . J 
H .  s .  Stud en ts 1 4 . J  4 1 7 . 4  1 0  41 . 5 6 26 . 1  0 o . o  1 4 . J  1 4 . 3  
J .  II . Parents 0 o . o  0 o . o 8 6 1 . 5  2 1 5 . 4 0 o . o  2 1 5 . 4  1 7 . 7  
H .  s .  Parents 0 o . o  0 o . o  3 2 1 . 4  7 50 . 0  1 7 . 1  2 14 . J  1 7 1 
Fanners 0 o . o  1 5 . 6  4 22 . 2  5 2 7 . 8 2 1 1 . 1 4 22 . 2  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i zens 0 o . o  2 9 . 1  5 22 . 7  5 2 2 . 7 0 o . o  5 22 . 7  5 2 2 . 7 
TOTAL 3 1 . 6  1 2  6 .  5 6 0  3 2 .  L� 56 1 0 - J  1 1  5 .  9 26 14 . 1  1 7  9 . 2 ,..... w 
.... 
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The fol lowing comments were from tho s e  respondents who 
be l i eved the d i sc ipline was much too s t ri c t .  
Junior H igh Students 
1 .  I f  you t a lk out in c l a s s  you get a detention. 
Or if you m i s s  three on a t es t  you stay after 
school . 
H igh School Students 
1 .  The d e t ent i on s y s t em i s  t o o  s t r i c t .  
The f o l l owinR c omm en t s  were from tho se re spond ents Vho 
felt the d i sc ipline was too s t ric t .  
Jun i o r  H igh Students 
1 .  Too s t r i c t  at times and n o t  at others . 
2 - You have t o  have spec ial p e nn i s s ion t o  d o  
some t h  i n r"' ·  For even the s l ight e st thinR 
you arc sent t o  the o f fi c e .  
� School �J ents 
1 .  Some teachers �ive d e t en t ions for very minor 
thinP.S • 
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  I think boredom on the part o f  studen t s  
s omet imes l eads t o  unnec e s s a ry d i sc ip l i ne . 
The f o l l owing c onment � werP. from those respond ents who 
ind i c a ted the d \ sc in l l n e  was about ripht . 
T each er s 
1 .  Th i s  v e n r  [i t ; ;J about r i P,ht . Last year -­
much t o o  l cn i e n f . 
Junior II ieh St11 d e n t s  
1 .  T f  t h e y  were t o o s t ri c t , the student would 
hat e t h em. If they
. 
were n o t  s t ri c t  enough ,  
the � t. ' l rl e n t s  c oul<l d e s t roy property o r  skip 
scho o l  . 
H igh School S t u ti e n t s  
1 .  I f e e l  t h e y  t ry h a rd t o  make ru l e s  and 
s t i c k  t o  them s o  I P.iVe them c red i t .  
2 In some areas the d i s c i p l i n e  i s  t o o  h a r s h  
[and] i n  others i t  i� t oo l e n i en t .  
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3 ·  Last y ea r  they we r� n r e t t y  s t ri c t ,  but thin�s 
have chnn�ed a lot � i nc e -
Lay C i t i z ens 
1 .  CTrade school is f i n e .  ,J r .  h i P.h seems a l l  
ri�ht on the m o s t  part . The h i �h sch o n l  
t e n d s  b-. t r eat (i t s] s t u d en t s  t o o  c h 1 1 1H sh ,  
dramat 1 � inP. thinr.s ou t o f  propo r t i o n .  
The followin.n: c oMJ� e n t s  were from tho s e  respondents who 
b e l i eved the d i sc i p l i n e  wa s not st ri c t  enourh· 
Teachers 
1 .  There have been improveme n t s  but there n e e d s  
t o  be c o n t inuance o f  f o l l owinn up d i s c ipl i ne 
problem s .  
2 .  M o s t  t e achers arP. n o t  s t r i c t  enough s o  d i s ­
c ip l i n e  t n  the d i s t r i c t  i s  n o t  s t ri c t .  
'3 ·  The s t u d en t s .n: e t  away w i t h  t o o  much and know 
th�y c a n  so i t  makes them wo r s e .  
Adm i n i s t ra t o r s  
1 .  P a r t i c u l a rly a t  the s e c o ndary leve l .  
Bu s i n e ssmen 
1 .  Need swift e r  d i s c i p l i n e  for d e l i be ra t e  v i ola­
t i o n  of ru l e s .  
H igh School S t u d e n t s  
.l. S t u d e n t s  shou l rt n • t  �et away w i th so much. 
2 .  The ru l � s  we have a ren ' t  enfo r c e d .  
Ju n i o r H ieh P a r e n t s  
1 .  Smokin:• a c r o s s  from t h e  high s c h o o l  thro,.,.s a 
poor r e fl ec t i o n  on the s chool . Who knows what 
they a re smol<: inP,"? ? 
-
1 ') 4 
2 .  Di s c i p l i ne /j�] given but no t en forced , 
i ·  e .  youths that spo i l e d  c la s s  pic tures 
w e r e  t o 1 rl " n o  s c h o o l  a c t i v i t i e s "  b u t  st i l l 
at t en d /� �) d a n c e e  and o ther func t i ons . 
A l s o ,  t o o  p e rmi s s lv� on dre s s  c ode and s t u ­
d e n t s  that rl i s rupt � l � s s es •  
Lay C i t i i.ens 
1 .  They l e t  some s t u d e n t s P, e t  by wi th any thing . 
Same ru l e s should be fo r � 1 1  stu dent s .  
2 .  Chi ldren re spec t a u t h o r i t y ;  "'hen they a r e  
let to do t oo muc h ,  a s  they p l ea s e ,  th")' lo s e 
r e s p e c t  f o r  the i r  t ea c h e r s  a nd a<lmi n i s t r a ­
t o r s .  
Th e fo l l owtn� c omme nt wa s fro� n re �nond ent who f e l t  
the d i sc i p l i ne was nowhere near l y s t r i c t  enouP,h· A farmer 
s a i d , "In c a !'l e s  such a� smokinP. on thP S C" h o o l  �roun n s , a s t u -
<t ent , cauP,ht i n  t h e  ac t ,  · · a n  l i e  t o  t h e  o r i n c- i p a l  n n ri  h i s word 
wi ll be t a k e n  o v � r  th e t e a c h e r ' s . "  
Summa ry o f  R e spondent s •  ��pi n i o n s  C' o n c eo r n i ne th e S t r i c t -
n e s s  o f  ni sc .lpl i n e . l.ihi 1 P  o v e r  one-t h i rn o f  t h e  responrl e n t s  
indi c a t ed the d i s c ip l i n e i n  t h e  s c ho o l s  wa� n o t s t ri c t  enou�h , 
a lm o s t  one-third � e l t  i t  �as about r i P.h t .  ' f eo w  s a i rl i t  was 
too s t ri c t .  The t ea c1' e r 9 ,  boa rd membe r s ,  and h i r,h s c h o o l  par-
e n t 5  h e l i everl the d i sc i p l i n e WRS n o t  s t r i � t  e n ou�h· Ju n 1  o r  
h i gh pa ren t � a n ,; � t u d e n t !'I  � a i d i t  was abou t r i g ht . 
o u s  S t u d e n t  M i sbehav i o r .  N e a r l y  the same numbAr o f  r e s p o r1d-
e n t s  i nd i c a t e d  the schoo } q  were t o o  l en l P n t  t o ward s e r i o u s  
misbeh a v i o r  by s tu rt ent �  a �  s a i d  t h ey w� re n o t - Tab l e  3 ?  
shows that the schoo l b o a r<f , t e a r h e r s , a nci farmf'1 rs hn<1 a 
maj ori ty who b� l i eved t � e  s choo l s  were too l e n i en t .  O n  t h e  
1J 5  
other hand , admin i s t rator� , junior h i �  studen t s , and senior 
hiP,h students felt the schoo l s  were not too leni ent in c as e s  
o f  serious student mi sbehavi o r .  Th e bt.H J i ne s �m e n ,  hiP,h school 
parent s ,  and lay c i t i zens were almo�t. �venly divided when they 
responded to the qu est i on .  The only "roup that came c lo se s t  
to agreein� with the students was the c l erP.'Y • 
TAnu: 3 7  
RF.SPONDE�TS ' OPIMJONS C O f\C F. �T I W· 1'00 '1tTCP Ll:'NIF:NCY 
TOWARD s c- nrotrs 5TttDF.\'T 'P..f J Sl\FJTAVT 0 '1 
rrroups 
School Board 
C l erp,ymen 
Teachers 
Admin i s t ra t o rs 
Bu sines smen 
J .  n .  Studen t s  
n. s .  stud ents 
J .  II.  Paren t s  
TI . S ·  Parents 
Farmers 
Lay C i t i zens 
TOTAL 
Yes t\o 
Number 
Pere en t 
:\!umber 
Percent 
J 
J 
20 
8 
4 
6 
5 
1 0  
6 
7J 
6 0 . 0 2 
18 8 ? 
74. 1 6 
2 5 .  0 4 
4o . o  6 
'.33 · J 1 5  
1 7 .  ,.., 16 
46 . 2  5 
3 5 . 7  .5 
5 ') . c; 5 
27 3 5 
1 9 .  5 76 
l.J.O .  0 
l&.J . 8 
2 2 - 2 
50 . 0  
4 o . o 
6 2 .  s 
69 . 6  
J8.  5 
3 5 .  7 
27 . 8  
22 . 7  
4 1 . 1 
Do rJo t  Know No Response 
�umber Number 
P e rc ent Perc ent 
0 o . o  
2 1 2 . 5 
1 3 · 7  
1 1 2 . 5 
2 1 3 . 3 
0 o . o 
'.3 lJ .  0 
1 7 . 7  
/j 28.  6 
0 o . o  
22 1 1 . 9  
0 o . o  
4 2 5 . 0  
0 () .  0 
1 1 2 . 5 
1 6 . 7  
1 4 . 2  
0 o . o 
1 7 . 7  
0 o . o  
3 16 . 7  
3 lJ . 6  
14 7 . 6  
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One school board member who be l i eved the scho o l s  were 
t o o  lenient said the schoo l s  had "c ompromi s ed t o o  long. " 
'Mte fol lovln� c ommen t s  were f rom those respondents who 
did not know i f  the scho o l s  were t oo lenient . 
H igh School Students 
1 .  I haven ' t  been involverl vith anyone o r  known 
of anyone who has misbehaved in a serious 
mat t e r - I must not know the r i ght p�opl e .  
Junior H igh P a ren t s  
1 .  1 f e e l  expe l l i ng stud ents i s  not t h e  c o rrect 
answe r ·  
H igh School Paren t s  
1 .  We nev�r �et t o  hear about the d i sp o s i t ion 
o f  thP!te c a s e s .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  Have not heard o f  a mi sbehavior o f  a s e r i ou s  
n a t u re i n  the p a s t  4 yrs . 
Summary of Respond�nt s •  Opi n ions C o n c e rn i ng Len i ency 
Toward Serious Student �I isbehav i o r .  Wh i l e  there was no major-
ity opi nion reRardinR thi s q u e s t i o n ,  there we re a few more who 
f e l t  the schools were not t o o  l enient t o ward serious student 
m i sbehav i o r .  l l owev e r ,  a l mo s t  one-half o f  tho 9 c  who b e l i eved 
this were stud e n t s .  The board o f  educ at i o n ,  t eachers , and 
farmers indicated the � c: h o o l s  were t o o  l _.,n i en t .  
Responden t s •  Opini ons Conc e rn i ng Teacher s '  Incon 5 i s t ency 
of D i s c ipl i n e .  More re soond ents b e l i eved the teachers were 
too i nc o n s i s t ent in t h e i r  d i sc ip li n e ,  but there was not a 
majority opinion.  About one fourth said " no , "  whi l e  another 
one- fourth d i d  n o t  know. 
respond to the que s t i o n .  
On l y  a few respond e n t s  d id no t 
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Acc ordin� t o  Tab l e  ) R ,  t h e  � �  h 0 o l  board , t e achers , jun-
ior h i P,h stu<len t s , h i P,h �chool s t u d� � t � ,  junior hiP,h paren t s ,  
and farmers a�reed that t eachers werc- i nc o n s i s t e n t .  The admin-
i s t ra t o r s  were t h e  only �roup wi th a ma j o r i t y  sayin� the t each-
ers were not incon s i s t e n t  i n  the i r  d i s c ipl ine . There f o re , why 
was there such a great d i ffere n t ia t i o n  between the t eachers 
and adm i n i s t rato rs7 Th i s  q u e s t i o n  was part i c u larly s ieni fi­
can t if one as sumes tha t the respons 1 bi l ity for scho o l  d i s ­
c i p l i n e  l i e s  with both P,roup s .  
1 ) 8  
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RF SPONn1: NTS ' OPINIOVS CO!\CE RNINr. TF:ACHE �s · 
TOO �UCJI I �CONS I STE NC Y ON DISCTPLINF 
Groups Y e s  N o  f)o Not Know No Response 
�umber Number �:umber Number 
P e r c e n t  P e rc en t  P e r c en t  Percent 
Schoo l  Board 1 6 0 . 0  1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  
C l e r11:ymen 2 1 2 .  5 1 6 . 2  1 1  6 8 . 8 2 1 2 .  5 
Teac h e r s  1 4  5 1 - 8  9 31 · 1  4 14 . 8  0 o . o  
Adm i n i s t ra t o rs 1 1 2 .  t) ) 6 2 .  c; 2 2 5 .  0 0 o . o  
Bu s i n e ssmen 6 4o . o  1 6 . 7  6 40 . 0  2 lJ . )  
,J . H .  Students 12 c; o .  o 8 '.31 · 3 4 16 . 7  0 o . o  
H .  s .  S t u d e n t s  12 <c . 2  6 26 . 1  5 2 1 . 7  0 o . o  
J , !� . Parent s 7 SJ 8 4 J 0 . 8  1 7 . 7  1 7 . 7  
H .  <; • Paren t s  6 "'t? . .  � I• ' 2f3.  6 3 2 1 . 4  1 7 . 1  
Farme rs 1 0  5 5 .  � 2 l l . l L1 22 . 2  2 1 1 .  1 
Lay C i t i ze n s  _5 2 2 . 7 6 2 7 . 3 8 J 6 . 4  J l J . 6  
TOTAL 7 8  LJ. 2 . 2 4 7  2 5 .  4 49 26 . 5 1 1  5 . 9 
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The f o l lowing c omments were Crom those respond ents who 
beli eved the teachers were inc onsi stent in thei r  discipline. 
Board !!!, �ation 
1 .  Reflects  the lack-a-daisical attitude o f  
front off'ic e .  
C l ereymen 
1 .  Allow smoking in restroom s .  
Teachers 
1 .  Each teacher has a different view o f  d i sci­
pline . 
2 .  They n ee<l to fo l low one set o f  polic i e s .  
3 .  One t eacher disciplines  for one thing while 
another doesn • t .  We shou ld get together . 
Bu sinessmen 
1 .  More rliscipline would not hurt the wel l ­
being of any pupi l .  
High School Students 
1 .  It wou ld vary with the si tuation but the 
teachers have some pets which i s  wrong. 
2 .  In one c lass I could b e  expel l ed for things 
in another class that wou ldn ' t  be mentioned. 
3 .  I f  someone smokes o n  the school  �rounds o r  
things like that they get into t rouble.  If 
they butt in line in the c a feteria they don • t .  
4 .  Some teachers are s t ri c t  at some t imes and 
not at othe r times . Some t eachers are more 
strict with certain studen t s  than . other s .  
Junior High Parents 
l ·  Tile t eachers are not fair.  'Mley sometimes 
punish the innocent and l et the gui l ty off l  
2 .  I feel that many t eachers favor only the 
above average student and that family prestige 
means very mucl1 whether a chi ld is t reated 
spec l a  l or not .  
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H igh Sch o o l  P a r e n t s  
1 .  I t h i n k  i t  depend s o n  wh e t h e r  t h e  t e acher 
had a �oo<l n i �ht or a fight w i t h  the k i d s ,  
w i f e .  
2.  M y  c h i ldren b e l i �v P  they d i s c ip l i n e  a c c ord­
inp t o  t h e i r  mo o d .  
F a rm e r s  
1 .  Due t o  no b a c k i nP. from t h e  admi n i s t ra t i o n ,  
t e a c h e r s  l e t  s t u d en t s  �o when they n e ed 
d i s c i p l i nary a c t i o n .  
2 .  We don ' t  have any d i s c ip l i n e  i n  sch o o l  at 
a l l  a n rl I t h i n k  mo�t o f  o u r  c h i l d r e n  would 
l i ke t o  have p r o p e r  d i sc i p l i n e .  
3 ·  A t e acher c a nn o t  b e  � t r i c t  i f  the s c h o o l h a s  
n o  s t a n d a rd s . 
Lay C i t i ze n s  
1 .  The o n e s  who wo u l d  c o r r e c t  w i l l  have t h e i r 
hands t i en ; 1 wo u l d  p e t  my behind padd l e d 
good . �u t ;  now-a-days the t e a c h e r  i s  h a n d i ­
cappe<l . 
The f o l l owinP. comMP.nts were from tho � e  respond e n t s  who 
b e l i eved t h e  t e achers w e r �  n o t  i nc o n s i s t en t  in t h e i r  d i s c i pl i n e .  
Teachers 
1 .  I b e l i eve that i n  R e n e r a l  the t eachers a r e  
c o n s i s t e n t .  
�-
2 .  Th e re i s  i n c o n s i s t e n t  b a c k i n g  from t h e  
adm i n i s t ra t i o n .  
A dm i n i s t ra t o r s  
1 .  Teacher d i sc i p l i n e  i s  a r e f l e c t i on o f  admin i s ­
t r a t i v e  d i re c t i o n  and supp o r t . 
Jun i o r  H igh S t u d e n t s  
1 .  K i d s  i n  sch o o l  have t o  b e  d i sc i p l i n e d  but i t  
d o e sn ' t  n e e d  t o  be h a r sh .  
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Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  I beli eve they t ry to be consistent. It i s  
hard to have a ru l e  that app l i e s  to �h� 
d i s c ip l ine of each individual . 
2 - Individual teachers are not inconsistent , 
but some teachers a r e  l e s s  s t rict than 
others-
Summary 52!.. Respond en t s •  Opinions Conc e rn i ng Teachers • 
Incon s i s t ency 2f. Discipl i n e .  O f  the respondents wh o  p,ave a 
definite answer, the b e l i e f  was that t eachers were inconsistent 
in their disc ipline. The board of education, teachers , jun-
ior high student s ,  high school student s ,  junior hiffh parents , 
and farmers a l l  agreed with thi s .  Only the administrators 
had a majority that said the t eachers were not t oo inconsistent. 
Re spondent s •  Opin ions Conc e rn i ng Parent s •  Leni ency in 
11le1r Discipl i n e .  According to Table 3 9 ,  nearly two-thirds of 
the respondents said the parents we re too lenient. Only a very 
few fe l t  they were too harsh ( these were student s ) ,  and several 
more indicated the paren t s •  d i sc ipline was just right . Just 
two groups did not have a majority that said the parents were 
too l enient. Junior high students and high school students 
cou l d  not dec ide how they fe l t .  'Mle c losest they came was to 
indicate the parent s •  d i sc ipline was just right , but thi s was 
not a majority view. 
TABLE 39 
Rf.SPONm;;�TS' OPINIONS CONCF. RNING PARFNTS' LFNIF.NCY I �  THF. IR DI SC IP LI NF 
Groups Too Lenient Too Harsh Ju s t  Right Do Not Know No Respo n s e  
Number Number �umber Number Number 
Percent P e rc e n t  P e rc en t P e rc en t  P e rc en t  
School Bo a rd 4 80 . 0  0 o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o 
C l e rr,-ymen 1 2  7 5 . 0 0 o . o 1 6 . 2  2 1 2 .  5 1 6 . 2  
TC'ach e r s  2 0  7 4 . 1 0 o . o  0 o . o  5 1 8 .  5 ') 7 .  '� -
Admin i s t ra t o r s  7 8 7 . 5 0 o . o  1 1 2 .  5 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Bu s i n e s smen 1 2  80 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 13 . 3  1 6 . 7  
J l { .  Stude n t s  6 2 5 . 0 '.3 1 2  5 1 0  41 . 7  5 20 . 8  0 o . o  
H ·  s .  S t u d e n t s  5 2 1 . 7 '.3 1'.3 0 7 30 . 0  (., ?I) 1 '2 f-{ 7 
J H ·  P a r e n t s  1 2  92 . 3  0 o . o  0 0 .  () 0 o . o  1 7 . 7  
H ·  5 .  Parents 1 0  7 1 . 4  0 o . o  1 7 . 1 J 2 1 . 4  () o . o  
Fnrmers 16 88. 9 0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  2 1 1 . 1  
Lay C it i zens 1 7  77. 3 0 o . o  0 o . o  2 9 . 1 3 13 . 6  
TOTAL 1 2 1  6 5 . 4  6 3 . 2  2 1  1 1 . 4  2 5 1 3 . 5 1 2  6 . 5 
'""' 
{;:' 
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A c l ergyman who felt  the parents were too lenient said 
that parents were "too inconsistent , too lat e ,  and too un-
reasonab le - "  
A lay citi zen who did not know nffered the fol lowing 
comment :  
Too many parents are too lenient . A few are too 
harsh. Most parents WhO" know where and with whom 
thei r  child i s  and keep the eonununication line 
open between parents and chi ld do not run into 
having to decide whether the disciplining is too 
harsh or too lenient . 
Summary � Respondents •  Opinions Conc e rning Paren t s •  
Leniency in 'nleir Discipline. The respondents said the par­
ents were too leni ent in the i r  discipline . Only two groups , 
both o f  them student s ,  did not have a maj o ri ty saying the 
parents were too lenient . 
Respondent s •  Opinions Concerning the Number � School 
Rul e s .  Every group had a ma jority of its  members wh o  believed 
there were not too  many scho o l  rules for the students t o  fol-
low. The only exception to  this was the farmers who had 
exact ly one-half o f  the members aereeing with the other groups. 
As noted in Table 40 , there was significant opposition in 
several of the groups. The school board , admini s t rators , stu-
dent s ,  and farmers had about one out of five who believed 
there were too many rul e s  �or the students .  Only a smal l  per-
c entage of the respondent s did not know or did not respond. 
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TABLF li. O 
Rr.: SPONDEJ\'!T S ' OPJYTO'"S coNcr.:rn\J"Jr. TOO MA� SCHOOL nULF. S 
Groups Yes l'!o no t\ot Know No P.esponse 
Kumber Number !!umber Numbe r 
P e re E- n t  Perc en t. Percent Pe rc en t  
School !�oard 2 Lt u 0 3 60 . ()  0 0 - 0  0 o . o  
C le r�ymen 1 6 . 2  1 1  6 8 . 8 J 1 8 . 8 1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 ·3 .  7 23 8 5 .  2 2 7 . 4 1 3 . 7  
Admini s t ra t o rs 2 2 5 .  0 .5 6 2 .  5 1 1 2 .  5 0 o . o  
Businessmen 0 o . o  1 2  80 . (l 2 1 1 . 3  1 6 . 7  
J. u .  Student s 5 20 - 8  17 70 . H  1 4 . 2 1 4 . 2 
ff. s .  Students 7 3 0 . 0 16 6 9 . 6  0 o . o  0 o . o  
J.  H .  Paren t s  2 1 ) I+ 1 0  76 . 9  1 7 . 7  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parents 0 o . o  1 0  71 . 4  1 2 1  . lt- 1 7 . 1  
Farmers 4 22 2 9 50 . 0 2 1 1 . 1  3 16 . 7  
Lay C i t i zens 2 9 l 14 63 6 J 13 . 6 3 1 3 . 6  
TOTA l.  26 lls. . 1 1 ) 0  70 . 3  1 8  9 . 7 1 1  5 . 9 
The fol lowing c omments were from those respondents who 
fel t  there were too many rul e s  for the students t o  fo l l ow. 
Board of Educ ation 
1 .  No enforc ement but p t �nty o f  rul e s .  
2 .  The juniors and seniors should not have 
study hal l s .  The seniors should be abl e  
t o  come to  c lass o r  not i f  they have a 
"B" average and above. They n e ed to  have 
more responsibility for the i r  act ions. 
C l ergymen 
1 .  Probably persuasion i s  better than ru l e s  -­
need incentiYe not forc e .  
Teachers 
1 .  The fewer the rul e s  the bet ter those few 
wi l l  be obeyed. Too many ru les leads to dis­
respect for the law. 
2 .  High school needs l e s s  ru les and more enforce­
ment of the main ones would cause l e s s  need 
for minor rul e s .  E lem. -- n o .  High scho o l  
y e s ,  because nobody pays any attention to  
them ! 
Administrators 
1 .  Students have a right t o  know expectations -­
simplicity might aid. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  We have s o  many needless  rul e s . 
Junior H ieh Parents 
1 .  Too many unnecessary .  
Fanners 
1 .  Ru les are good but too many keep them up 
t ight and they can • t  do their best work. 
2 .  It woulrl seem s o .  �"lost seem t o  operat e  on 
the princ iple " i f  you do nothing then you ' ll 
be O ·  k. " 
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Lay C i t i ze n s  
1 .  Too many that are chi l d i sh and unnec e s sa ry .  
Ch i ld r e n  are t o  be tau�t an edu c a t i o n ,  not 
manner� and d r e s s  e � d e s .  
The f o l l owinP. c omm ent s were from tho s e  respondents who 
b e l i eved there were not t o o  many ru l e �  f o r  the s t u d e n t s  t o  
'f o l low. 
C l e rgymen 
1 .  n o s t  !" c h o o l  ,-!'J do not l ay down enough ru l e s .  
Teachers 
1 - �·! aybe we have enou�h ru l e s ,  but we need t o  
enforc � th�m. Tear.hers are not c on s i st e n t . 
2 .  I fe el there i s  a need for each ru l e  made· 
3 ·  Student behav i o r  i s  b e t t e r  with a s  few ru l e s  
as p o s � i b l e  -- enforc e d .  We are l e n i ent 
about: unimportant thinr:s • 
Junior H ie;h Students 
1 - Most peoople who a t t end sch o o l  do f o l low 
m o s t  ru l e s .  nu l e s  wh i c h  are needed can 
number to a l o t . We need ru l e s t  
2 .  Kot enou�h ru l e s .  
3 ·  I think the scho o l s  are fair t o  the students 
and the students are pretty fai r t o  the 
school by fo l l owin� the ru l e s .  
H igh School S t u d en t s  
1 .  In my opin i o n , there are .1 u s t  enough r11l e s .  
2 .  N o t  enough ru l e s  would be worse than too 
many. 
1 .  Th e r e  s t i l l  a r e  many others that have n o t  
b e e n  s t r e s s � d  o r  ment i oned that should be . 
4 .  P e rhap� too r�neral but not t o o  many. 
5 ·  R e a l ly i f  a l l  the l i t t l e  ru l e s  were enforced 
there wou l d  hP. too many. 
6 .  We need these ru l e s  t o  keep the trouble­
makers in l i n e .  
• 
Junior H igh Parents 
1. Most students wi ll complain about ru l e s ,  but 
they also respect them. 
2.  Everyone has a c e rtain number of rules that 
must be fol lowed during (!ii sl l i f e .  If 
learnin� to follow ru les at home and school 
i s  not taugh t ,  we • re all in trou b l e .  
High School Students 
1 .  Not i f  they are enforced equally. 
2.  I bel i eve they need t o  be enforced more so. 
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  Seems as i f  this year the school i s  leaning 
a l i t t l e  t oward libera l i t y .  I t  has t o  be 
in this time.  
2 .  Life i s  set up on r u l e s .  So they may as well 
learn them now, and obey them. 
Summary of Respond ent s •  Opinions Concerninc the Number 
!!.£. School Rul e s ·  Almost three-fourths of the respondents be-
l i eved there were not too many school rules for the students 
to follow. There was some d i sagreement by several members of 
the school board, admi nistrators , student s ,  and farmers. 
Re spondent s •  Opinions Conce rning Important School 
Ru l e s .  Evidently there were a number o f  rules which the 
re spondents considered to be impo rtant . The s e  important rules 
were as follows : 
Board !!.! Education 
1 .  Conduct and d i �e ipline 
Teachers 
1 .  Health rul e s  and vis ion t e s t s  
2.  Att endance 
Junior �r igh Student s 
1 .  Xo dru�s o r  smokin� on scho o l  grounds 
2 .  The ch e e rl eadinP, ru l e s  
1 ·  . n o  swearin� i n  p .  E ·  c la s s  
H igh School S t u d en t s  
1 .  N o  smokin� i n  r e s t rnoMs 
2. The v i s i t o r ' s  pa s s  
3 · Tardy and no bu t t ing in the lunch l i n e  
and c u r s i np, 
H igh School P a r e n t s  
1 .  . a l l owinP. parkinP. without payinP. f o r  
[ th e] privi l eP,.e 
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2 .  CheckinR student a t t endanc e a f t e r  arrivinp, 
by bu s .  Checkinp, c a r  parking lot more so 
durinP, schoo l hou r s .  
Farmers 
1 .  n r e s s  c o d e  
Lav C i t i zens 
-
1 .  New susrens i o n  ru le 
2. P e rm is s i on f o r  leavinF, and e n t er i ng school 
grounds 
Summary of � e sponden t s •  Opi n i o n� Conc e rn inc Important 
School Ru l e s .  nesoonden t s  men t ioned a numb P r  o f  ru l es which 
they c on s idered t o  b �  impo r t a n t  or F,OO d ·  'lb e s e  inc luded such 
things a s  conduc t ,  at t endanc e ,  no smokin�. d r e s s  c od e ,  an� 
the new sHspension ru l e . 
rru l e s .  
Responden t s '  :�i n i o n s  C on c e r n i ne � � Unnec e s s a ry 
S i x  respondents m e n t i o n P �  t�e d re s s  c o d e .  Two c l er�y-
men obj e c t ed t o  i t . OnP s a i �  t h e  objec t i o n  was " t o  the very 
l o o s e  d r � s s  c o d e ,  a l l n w .i n i>; s t u d " m t  f� J to wear wh a t ev e r  they 
want ,  no ma t t e r  how r c n� a l inF, i t  m l l"ht be . "  The other c l erg�an 
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d i s liked "any dress code that cons i s t s  of spec i f i c  do ' s  or 
don• t s - "  A teacher felt a dress c od e  should be an opt ional 
thin g, while another t eacher believe� t he code should have 
remained the same as the one last year. A l s o  obj e c t i ng t o  
the dress code was a junior h i gh s t udent wh o  wanted more rules 
regarding hair c u t s  and longer skirt s .  
Other school rules whic h  were considered bad o r  un-
n e c e s sary by respondents inc luded t h e  followinR: 
Teachers 
1 .  Closed c ampus 
2 .  Corrid o r  passes 
3 ·  Mandatory attendan c e .  Let t he parent s  be 
respons i bl e  fo r t he child ' s  a t t endance. 
4. . . . con s t an t  superv i s ion of young adult s 
High School Students 
1 .  I think you should be able t o  smoke. 
High School Parents 
1 .  If a student forgets t o  s i gn up by noon for 
the late bus , he i s  not allowed to ride. 
Juniors and seniors are not allowed to go t o  
the prom unless they have d a t e s  w i t h  some­
one in t he c las s .  Everyone should be able 
t o  g o.  Many boys are n ' t  ready t o  date that 
early , but would probably dance wi t h  girls 
there. Gi rls c ould even plan to go and then 
accept a last minute date ! 
Farmers 
1 .  Closed c ampus 
Lay C i t i zen s 
1 .  C l o s � �  campus 
Summary o f  Re spon dent s '  Opi n i o n s  r.oncerning TI!!! .2.!: 
Unnec e s s a ry Ru l e s .  ·rwo ru l e s  were ment i oned mo s t  o f" t e n  by 
the responden t s .  Th e s e  were t h e  d r e s s  c od e  and the c l o s e d  
c ompu s .  
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SUMMARY· Respond en t s  were a lmo s t  evenly s p l i t  i n  their 
answer t o  several qu e s t i o n s  reRardi nP, d i s c ip l i n e .  The respond-
e n t s  r ou l d  not d e c i d e  if the scho o l ' s  d i sc ip l i n e  was about 
right or not s t ri c t  enou(:h· A l s o ,  abo u t  the s ame numb e r  of' 
respondents b e l i even the sch o o l e  were t o o  l e n i en t  toward s e r­
i o u s  student misbehavior as s a i d  they were not t oo l e n i e n t . 
tn answerin� another q u e s t i o n , respondents s a i d  the t eachers 
were i n c on s i s t ent i n  the i r  n i s c i p l in e  but there was not a 
ma j o r i t y .  The r e s ponden t s  d i d  ar,ree th� t  par�nts were t o o  
l e n i en t  i n  t h e i r  d i s c ip l i n e , and that t h e r e  were n o t  t o o  many 
school ru l e s  for the s t u d e n t s  t o  fo l l ow. 1n re�ard t o  bad 
o r  unn e c e s sary ru l e s ,  sevP.ral respondnnts m e n t i o n e d  the school 
d r e s s  code and c l o !i ed c artpu s .  Hep,C'\rdin� �oo'l o r  important 
ru l e s ,  the r e spond e n t s  m e n t ioned c o n du c t , no smokinP,9 and the 
new suspension r u l e .  
The subj ect 
o f  �ornework was freq u e n t l y  a s t J b j e c t  o f  d f> ba t e  i n  11obinson 
schoo l s .  Rut t h e r e  was rarely a c on c e rt e d  a�reement abo u t  any 
one aspect of homework, such as how i t  m i n-h t  r e l a t e  to a 
spec i f' i c  �rade o r  sul'- i ·  c t  o r  s e r. t i on o r  t he amount of s c h o o l  
t i m e  s e t  a s i d e  for hor • wo r k .  
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Amount of Time Students Spend £.!! Homework. Ju�t sli�ht­
ly over one-half of the respondents be l i eved students spent 
between one-half hour to one and one -half hours on their home-
work. Some resnondents indicated studP.nts spent one and one-
half hours to more than two hours on homework. However, only 
a very few said students spent l e s s  than one-ha l f  hour. 
As shown in Table 4 1 9  the maj ority of the t eachers be­
li eved students spent between one-half hour t o  one hour, but 
more students felt it was one hour to one and one-ha l f  hours. 
Exactly on e-half of the high school parents said students 
spent one and one-half to two hours. Over one-fourth of the 
respondents did not knov o r  did not respond· 
TABLE 4 1  
AMOUNT O F  Trw�:- STUDENTS SPF.ND O N  HOMRWORK 
Groups None Less Than Betw,,en 1 - 1 1. 1 t-2 More Do Not No 7-
t Hour �-1 Hr. Hours Hours Than Know Response 
2 Hrs . 
Number �umber �11mb e r  Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Pere en t Percent Percent P e rc en t  Percent Percent Percent - -
S c � ,., o l  : �nn rd 0 f) .  0 1 20 . 0  1 2 0 . 0  1 2 0 . 0  1 2 0 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o 1 2 0 . 0 
C l erP.'ymen 0 o . o 0 o . o  1 ,; . 2 t> 3 7 ·  5 0 o . o  0 o . o 7 4) . 8  2 1 2 .  5 
Teachers 0 o . o  1 J - 7 la ) 1 . A  2 7 . 4 0 o . o  0 o . o 9 33 . 3  1 3 . 7  
A dm i n i s t r a t o r s  f) o . o  0 o . o J '3 7 - '1 2 2 5 . 0 2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 
Bu s i n e s !lmen 0 o . o  0 o . o  2 13 . 3  J 2 0 . 0 1 6 . 7  3 20 . 0  5 T 3 · J 1 6 . 7 
J .  H .  Stud en t 5  0 o . o  1 4 . 2  7 29 - 2  9 J 7 ·  5 ,, 1 6 . 7 2 9 . 3  1 4 . 2  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Stud e n t s  0 ,, . 0 1 4 . J  l.i 1 7 .  Ii 1 0  4J . 5 6 26. 1 1 4 . 3  1 4 . 3  0 o . o  
J .  H. Parents 0 o . o  2 1 5 .  4 !.J. J O . A 6 4 6 . 2 0 o . o  1 7 . 7 0 o . o 0 o . o 
H .  s .  Paren t s  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 iu . 2  1 7 . 1 7 50 . 0  2 14 . 3  1 7 . 1 1 7 . 1 
Farmers 0 o . o  1 5 . 6  2 1 1 .  1 1 1 6 . 7  3 16 . 7  1 5 . 6  6 33 . 3  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i zens 0 o . o  0 o . o  9 4 0 . 9  1 4 .  5 1 4 .  i; 1 4 .  5 7 3 1 . 8  3 13 . 6  
TOTAL 0 o . o 7 3 . 8  49 26 . 5  44 23 . A  23 1 2 - 4 1 1  5 . 9  39 2 1 .  1 1 2  6 . 5 
� 
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The following c omment was from a farmer who said stu-
den t s  spent one t o  one and one-half hours on homework. "I do 
not believe i n  homework and i f  teachers gave the pupi l s '  
proper attention i n  c lass there would he no need for them t o  
have t o  work a t  home. " 
The fol lowing c omments were from those respondent s  who 
be l i eved students spent more than two hours on  homewor� each 
scho o l  day . 
High School Parents 
1 .  Our child some times spends 4 or 5 hrs . each 
school nigh t .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  Enrichment section requi re s  an avera�e of 
) to 5 hou rs p l u s  every niP,ht and most of 
Saturdays and Sunday s .  
Summary o f  Amount o f  Time Students Spend 2!!. Homework. 
Wh i l e  over one-ha lf of the respondent s  ind icated students spent 
between one-half ·hour t o  one and one-ha l f  hours on thei r  home-
work, t eachers , students ,  and parents were in  c lose a?,reement 
with each other.  Teachers e s t imat ed the students spent one -
half hou r less than the  s tudents did , wh i l e  the hip.h schoo l 
parents said it  was one-hal f  hour more than students did.  
Respondent s '  Opinions Recardine S t u d en t s •  Time Spent 
on Homework. 'Mlere was no m a j o r i t y  opi n i o n  conc P.rninP. 
whether the students �pent t oo muc h ,  too l i t t l e ,  or the ri�ht 
amount o f  time on hom � w o r � .  Of thos e  who responded to the 
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ques t i o n ,  the majority were split between i n d i c a t ing students 
spent the ri�ht amount an<l too l i t t l e  t ime . Only two respond­
ent s  said students spent much too much t ime on homework. How­
ever ,  over one-fourth did not answer the quest ion or did not 
know. 
In Table 4 2  over th ree -fourth s  of t h P.  hir,h schoo l par­
ent s  felt students spent the right  amount of time on homework. 
Jun i � r  high parents were �venly  divld erl between ri�ht amount 
and to o l i t t l e .  Jun i o r  h 1 P.h st•idents primarily  i n rl i c a t ed they 
spent the rip,ht amount of t im e .  Hip,h school students a�ree<l 
with the junior high parent s .  Admin i st rator� were divided 
largely between t oo muc h  homework and the right amount . 
TABLE 4 2  
RF.SPONnENTS' OPINIONS RF.GARDIN� STUDENTS' TIMF. SPENT ON HOMEWORK 
Groups Much Too Too !-fuch nil!ht Too Lit t l e  Much No Opinion No Response 
!-1uch Amount Too 
Little 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Perc ent Percent Percent Percent 
Schnol � " A  r<i 0 o . o 0 o . o  2 4 o . o  l 20 . 0  1 2 0 . 0 1 2 0 . 0 0 o . o 
C l e n  .. yrien 0 o . o  3 1 8 - 8 5 ) l - 2  2 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  5 3 1 . 2  1 6 . 2  
Teac h e r s  0 o . o  0 o . o 7 2 5 .  9 1 0  37 . 0  5 1 8 . 5 4 14 . 8  1 3 . 7  
Admi n i s t r a t o r �  0 o . o 3 3 7 . 5 2 2 5 . 0 1 1 2 .  5 0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o 
Bu s i n e s smen 0 o . o  1 6 . 7 4 26 . 7  2 1 3 .  '3 0 o . o 7 /j6 . 7 1 6 . 7  
J .  E .  Students 1 4 . 2 4 16 . 7  10 41 . 7  4 1 6 . 7  1 4 . 2  4 1 6 . 7 0 o . o 
ff .  5 .  Students 0 o . o  2 8 . 7 A ') 4 .  8 9 39 . 1  1 4 . 3  3 1 3 - 0 0 o . o 
J .  H - Parents 0 o . o 2 1 5 . 4 5 '.) 8 .  5 5 38. 5 1 7 . 7  0 o . o 0 o . o 
ff ,  5 .  Parents 0 o . o  0 o . o 1 1  7 8 . 6  1 7 . 1  0 o . o 2 1 4 . )  0 o . o  
Fanners 0 o . o 2 1 1 . 1  5 27 . a  1 5 . 6  0 o . o 7 3 8 . 9 3 16 . 7  
Lay Citi zens 1 4 . 5 1 4 .  5 4 1 8 ° 2 6 2 7 . 3 1 4 . 5 5 2 2 . 7  4 1 8 . 2 
TOTAL 2 1 . 1 18 9 . 7  63 34 . 1  1.J.2 2 2 . 7 1 0  5 . 4  40 2 1 .  6 1 0  5 . 4  
� 
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One hi�h school student who felt there was t o o  l i t t l e  
t ime spent o n  homework said , "Some of the students c o u l d  care 
less about school but then others t ear into it and do a lot 
of homewo rk · " 
Summary of Respondent s •  Opinions Regarding Student s •  
Time Spent .2.!! Homework. nie respondents did not reach a 
majority d e c i s i on ,  but the majority were divided between stu­
dents spent the right amount of time on homework and they spent 
too l i t t l e  time.  Over one-fourth did not c onnnit thems e lve s .  
However ,  i t  should be noted that the teachers s ignifi­
cantly underestimated how much time the students spent on 
homework· Therefo r e ,  the teachers became more conc e rned about 
the qua lity and quantity of the assignment in light of how much 
time would be needed to fu lfi l l  the requirement. The t eachers 
could fac i l itate the student s •  budgeting of t ime by giving 
assignments on a t entative basis a week at a t i m e .  Wh e n  the 
teacher submitted his lesson plans to the office each Friday 
( o r whatever day he re�ularly does so ) ,  he could a l so t e l l  the 
students what would be expected of them durinP, the next week. 
The student c ou l d  then weigh in advan c e  about how much time 
would be needed. H e  could a l s o look at the mat e r i a l  t o  be 
covered so that he c ou l rl  ask q u es t ions in c l ass before he 
started to write the ass i�nment . The student ' s  effic i ency was 
often lost when he l e ft the c la s s room and then found that he 
did not know hov to wo rk the problems. 
A l s o ,  the t each e r  might undere9timate how much t ime 
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would be needed because he  bel ieved the student would be able 
to write the assignment under nearly ideal condit ions , but 
frequently such was not the c a s e .  A s  a resu l t ,  the student 
needed more t ime due to interrupt ion�  and d i st ractions that 
frequently were not his fau l t . 
Respondent s •  Opinions C onc e nting How Much Students .Q:!!. 
From Thei r  Schoolwork. C lose to a majority of the respondents 
said the students were gettin� somewhat l e s s  than they should 
from their schoolvork. One-fourth of the respondents indi­
cated students were get ting considerably l e s s  or a great deal 
less than they should from the schoo lwork. Only a sma l l  per­
c entage felt students �ere getting all  that they should.  
According to the results in  Table u3 . a majority o f  the 
admini st rator8 , hi�h scho o l  stud en t s , junior hieh parent s .  high 
school  parents ,  and exac t l y  one-half of the lay citi zens agreed 
that students were pettin� somewhat less than they shou ld . 
Teachers who were primarily respon � i b l e  for student s P.ettinP. 
�omethinF, from their sch o o lwork were spl i t  amon� somewhat l e s s ,  
c onsiderably l e s s , and P.reat deal le s s . 
TARLF. 4 3  
RF.SPONn�\TTc;' OPINimJS CONCF.RNINrr HOW �men STUDENTS GF.'T' l'RmY 'rREIR SCFOOLWORK 
Groups A l l  Somewhat Less Considerably Great Deal No Opin ion No Response 
Less Less 
f\'umber Number Number Number Number \'umber 
P e rc ent Perc ent Percent Perc e n t  Perc ent Perc ent 
Schoo l noard 0 o . o  2 l � O . 0 2 4o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o 
- 1  e r�'"l"'lt>'1 1 6 . 2 6 37 . 5  2 1 2 .  t; 0 o . o  6 3 7 . 5 1 6 . 2  
T e a r h e r s  () o . o 9 3 3 . 3  1 0  3 7 . 0  7 2 .5 ·  9 1 1 · 7  0 o . o  
Admin i s t rators 0 o . o  5 62 . c; 2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o 1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  
Bu s i n P :<: !!men () o . o  5 33 · 1  3 20 . 0  1 6 . 7  5 3 3 . 3  1 6 . 7  
J .  q .  St1 1<1 en t s  9 1 7 ·  5 H 33 . 3  4 16 . 7  0 o . o  1 4 . 2  ? 8 . 3  
T� • s .  Stud e n t s  3 1 3 . 0  1 3  c;6. c; 4 1 7 . 4 2 F L  7 1 1! • '1 0 o. o 
J .  p .  Paren t s  J 23 . 1  7 5'3 . 8 3 23 . 1 0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o 
H .  s .  Paren t s  2 1 4 . 3 8 c; 7 1 1 7 . 1  2 14 . 3  1 7 . 1  0 o . o  
Farmers 2 1 1 . 1  8 44. u 2 1 1 . 1  0 o . o  3 16 . 7  3 1 6 . 7  
Lay C i t i z ens 3 1 3 . 6  1 1  50 . 0  1 4 . 5 0 o . o 4 1 8 . 2 3 lJ . 6  
TOTAL 21 1 2 . LJ. f32  44 . J  34 1 8 . 4  13 7 . 0  2 2  1 1 .  9 1 1  5 . 9  
.... 
\J\ 
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Sunnna ry 2.£ Respon d en t s '  Opinions Concernine How Huch 
Studen t s  Get From Th e i r  Schoolwork. A lm o s t  a m a j o r i t y  o f  the 
respondents b e l i eved s t u d e n t s  were .... � t t i ng somewhat l e s s  than 
they should from t h e i r  s c h o o lwork. 'T! ' <.?  n e x t  l a r � e s t  Rroup of 
respondents s a i d  studen t s  were � e t t i nF. c o n s i � e ra b l y  l e s s  or a 
ff reat d e a l  l e s s  than they shou l d -
neason s S t u d e n t s  'l o  Not Get ' iuch � o f  Th e i r  Ji omework. 
There were 1 1  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  wh ich respond e n t s  c ou l d  check in 
answerin� this q u e s t i o n .  TI1ey c o u l d  a l s o add any reasons 
wh i c h  they felt bet t e r  explained why s tuden t s  were not �et t i nP, 
as much out o f  t h e i r  schoo lwork a s  they c o u l d .  The reason 
that respondents ranked h i gh e s t  was tha t s t u d e n t s  <lo not study 
hard enough. As n o t ed i n  Table 4 4 ,  the n e x t  ones in order of 
t h e i r  rankin� were as fo l l ows : s t u d e n t s  are not i n t e re s t ed in 
schoolwork; t eachers do n o t  give enouP,h i n d ividual h e l p ;  t each­
ers d o  n o t  p,ive enough a t t e n t i o n  t o  s l o w  l e a r n e r s ; s t u d en t s  do 
n o t  understand the a s s ignmen t s ;  s t u d e n t s  spend t o o  much time 
on student a c t i v i t i e s ; s t u d e n t s  have t o o  much schoo lwork t o  d o ;  
they d o  too much work out s id e  schoo l ;  n o t  enough oppo r t u n i t i e 3  
fo r rapid learners ; other reaso n s ;  a n d  the work i s  t o o  hard . 
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TABLE 44 
m:ASONS STUDENTS no NOT G-F.T MUr,JI OUT OF nu;: r n  HOM'EWO'RK 
Reasons 
They d o not study hard enough. 
They are not int erest ed in schoolwork. 
Teachers do not give enough i nd ividual 
help· 
Teachers do not �ive enou�h a t t ent ion 
to s low l earners . 
They do not understand the a s s i gnment s .  
They spend too much t ime on student 
act ivi t i e s .  
They have t o o  much schoo lwork t o  d o .  
They d o  too �uch work o u t s i d e  schoo l .  
�ot enoueh opportuni t i e s  f o r  rapid 
l earne r s .  
Other reason s .  
The work i s  too hard . 
Yes 
Number 
P e rc ent 
76 4 1 . 1  
73 39 . 5  
6 1  3 3 . 0 
57 3 0 . 8 
4 1  22 . 2  
36 1 9 . 5 
3 0  1 6 . 2 
J O  16 . 2  
26 14 . 1  
19 1 0 . 3  
8 4 . 3  
N o  
Number 
Perc ent 
109 58 . 9 
1 1 2  6 0 . 5 
1.24 6 7 . 0 
1 28 6 9 . 2 
144 77 . 8  
tl!-9 80 . .5 
1 5 5 83 . 8  
1 5 5  83.  8 
1 59 8 5 .  9 
166 89 . 7  
1 7 7  9 5 . 7 
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Besides those  i t ems the respondents chec ked , some �ave 
addi t i onal reasons for stud ent s not P,et ti nP. as much out of 
thei r  schoolwork a s  they c ou l d ·  
Board o f  Edu c a t i o n  
1 .  ChanF,es i n  math and o t h e r  subj ec t s .  
2 .  Parents [� r!] not i n t e rest e d .  
C l e rgym en 
1 .  . Teachers and t e achinR methods are poor. 
Teachers 
1 .  I n i t i a t i ve an1 r e s po n s i bi l 1 ty are not stressed 
in re�ard to homework. 
2 .  Stud ents are l a zy and some j u s t  do n o t  c a r e .  
3 ·  Studen t s  spend t ime doinP. n o th i ng o r  workin�· 
4 .  There i s  not enou�h home l i fe t o  enc o u rage i t .  
5 ·  Fo r t h e  c a l i b e r  o f  s t u d e nt s  in Ind .  Art s ,  the 
work i s  t o o  hard ; they d on ' t  give a damn ! 
Adm in i s t ra t o r s  
1 .  Home environment . 
Bu s ines smen 
1 .  Teach e r ' s  inadequac y .  
Jun i o r  H igh Student s 
1 .  Too many studen t s .  
2 .  Too l a zy t o  do i t .  
3 ·  Some o f  i t  i s  t o o  easy o r  we a l ready know i t .  
4 .  . t eachers s e em a s  f].r] they are there t o  
have a good t im e .  
High Scho o l  studen t s  
1 .  Student l a z i ne s s .  . 
2 .  Same thing ev e ry year. You get s i c k  o f  i t .  
Farmers 
1 .  D i s l i ke o f  t eacher s .  
2.  Overc rowding. 
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Summary of Reasons Students no Not Get Much Out of The i r  
Homewo rk· Responden t s  checked fou r main reasons for students 
not gettinp, as much as they could from their s choolwork· The 
four reasons were a s  fo l l ows : 1 ) they �o not study hard enough; 
2 )  they are not int e rested in schoo lwor k 4  1 )  t e achers do not 
give enoup,h individual h e l p ;  and 4 )  t each ers do not give enough 
at t ention to s low learn e r s .  
SUMMARY · According to the respond en t s ,  students spent 
one-half to one and one-h a l f  hours on homework and they were 
getting s omewhat l e s s  than they shou l rl  from their schoolwork. 
The respondents leaned toward the opinion that students spend 
about the right amount o f  time o r  perhaps too l i t t le t ime on 
the i r  homework. The main reasons given for students not getting 
as much as they could from their schoolwork were as fo l lows : 
1 )  they do not study hard enough; 2 )  they are not interested 
in schoolwork; 3 )  teachers do not p,ive enough individual help;  
4) t eachers do not give enough attent ion to s l ow learners. 
One problem in int erpreting the resu l t s  should be pointed 
out in that homework should have meant to the respondents the 
total amount , i ·  e. that done at school and at home. Pos s ibly 
thi s should have been cl early s tated in the question.  
By and large , the respondents found nothing to complain 
about the t ime neces sary to spend on homework nor the amount o� 
homework· However , it should be pointed out that the amount of 
time needed for homework affec t i ng a given student depended on 
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his par tic u lar schedu l e .  For examp l e ,  the junior high school 
schedu l e ,  through the u s e  of the act ivity period and study hal l ,  
permi t t e d  the average stud ent t o  ha v �  approxima t e ly 80 minu t e s  
o f  study t i m e  per day in ad d i t i o n  to thP study t ime that t each­
ers might i n c l u d e  in a p,iven c l a s s  period . Howeve r ,  t ho s e  who 
part ic ipated in band , choru s ,  newspap e r ,  foreign language 
c l a s s e s  o r  art c l a s s  l o s t  one-ha l f  of this study time tvo or 
three t imes per week. 
OPINIONS CONc � qNJNr. �XT'qA-CURRIC\ILAR ACTIVITI�S A S  
F.XPRFSSED BY RESPONDENTS. The number of e x t ra-curri c u l a r  
activ i t i e s  sometimes c au s e d  m i x e d  fee l i ngs among t eachers and 
adm i n i s t ra tors and parents and studen t s .  
� Need for Broadening � S c ope of Ext ra-Curricu lar 
Act ivi t i e s .  Respondents d i d  n o t  reach a ma j o r i ty opinion re­
gardine the need t o  enlar�e the scope of extra-curric u l a r  
a c t iv i t i e s .  More f e l t  the scope should be broadened than d i d  
not . Among t ho s e  who i n d i c a t ed they be l i eved i t  should b e  
expanded were the scho o l  board , admi n i s t rators , junior high 
student s ,  and high school studen t s .  On the other hand , t each-
ers , jun ior  high pare n t s ,  and high school pare n t s  felt i t  
shou ld not b e  broadene d .  A s  noted in Table 4 5 ,  almost o n e ­
fourth d i d  not know or d i d  n o t  respond t o  t h e  que s t i o n .  
P o s s i b l e  reasons f o r  the stand wh ich t e achers and par­
en t s  took c o ul d be as fo l l ows : more invasion of personal t ime 
and infringement on t h e i r  personal l i f e  a f t e r  school hours ; 
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more time taken away from teaching preparat i o n ;  and probab l y  
a d d e d  expense i n  o rd e r  t o  part i c i p a t e  in more a c t i vi t i e s .  
TARLE I� 5 
NEED F011 BROADENING T'ITT' SCOPE O F  F.XT :iA-currnICULATl ACTIVITIE S  
Groups 
School Board 
C l ergymen 
Yes 
Number 
Percent 
J 6 0 . 0 
3 1 8 . 8 
Teachers 8 2 9 . 6 
Adm i n i s t ra t o r s  4 5 0 . 0 
Bus i n e s smen 6 4 o . o  
J .  H .  S t u d e n t s  1 7  7 0 . 8 
H - s .  Student � 1 8  7 3 · 9 
J .  H .  Paren t s  4 J 0 . 8 
H - s .  P a r e n t s  4 2 8 . 6  
Farm e r s  
Lay C i t i zens 
TOTAL 
5 2 7 . 8 
6 2 7 . 3 
7 8  4 2 .  2 
No Do �ot Know 
Number Number 
1 
5 
1 4  
2 
5 
2 
6 
7 
6 
8 
6 0  
P e rc ent P e rc en t  
2 0 . 0 
J I .  2 
5 1 . 8  
2 0 . 8 
l.i 6 .  2 
.s o .  0 
3 3 · 3  
36 . u  
1 2 0 . 0 
6 3 7 .  5 
4 1 1.J. . 8  
2 2 ') .  0 
4 2 6 . 7 
2 8 . J 
2 8. 7 
3 21 . 1  
3 2 1 . 4  
4 22 . 2  
5 22 . 7  
3 2 . 4 3 6  1 9 . 5 
N o  Response 
Number 
P e rc ent 
0 o . o  
2 1 2 . 5 
1 3 . 7  
0 o . o  
1 6 . 7  
0 o . o 
1 4 . 3  
0 o . o 
0 o . o  
3 16 . 7  
3 13 . 6  
1 1  5 .  9 
A high school stud ent who s a i d  the ac t iv i t i e s  should b e  
broadened exp l ained , " I f  something c o u l d  be found to int erest 
stud e n t s  who a re not takinP, part i n  5port s ,  band , e tc . , but give 
them an outlet and c ommu n i c a t e  wi th o t h P, r  b e s i d e s  ju st d o ing 
SC h 0 0 l WO r k · " 
The f o l lowi n,; c omm ents WP.re f'rom t ho s e  respond ent s who 
b e l i eved the sc ope o f  the extra-rurri c u l a r  a c t i vi t i e s  should 
not be expanded . 
Roard o f  E d u c a t i o n  
1 .  \l o r e  s t u d en t s  ne ed t o  part i c i pat e in what 
we hav e .  
C l e rgymen 
1 .  Too mul h even now. 
High Schoo l P a re n t s  
1 .  To Cl man} n o w ! 
Lay C i t i z e n s  
1 .  If  a c h i l d  i s  rea l l y i n t e re s t ed , he ' l l  f i n� 
somethinR a t  wh i ch hP. can oa r t 1 c i p at e .  The 
on e s  who c ompl a i n  the most a r e  r e a l l y  not that 
i n t e r e s t e� in a l l  t h e  t ime a nd work i nvo lved . 
The o n e s  wl-i o � re rea l l y  i nt e r e s t e d  a re wi l li n� 
to wa i t  another y e a r  o r  take a sec ond c ho i c e .  
Summary o f  the -.:eed for �roadeninr. the Sc ope o f  E x t ra-
C u r r i c u l a r  Ac t i v i t i e s  . .  .\ l thoul-'.'l' t h e r e  WC'\ � not a ma j o r i t y  
opi n i on , more respon<l ent s fe l t  t h e  sc ope of e x t ra-curric u l a r  
act ivi t i e s  shou l d  b e  broa<lened . The ma j o r i t y  o f  th e school 
boa rd , admini st rators , d n d  s t udP,nts be l i eved i t  shou ld be 
en l a rged.  Teache rs anr pa r e n t s  � a i d  i t  sho u l d  no t .  
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Suf f i c i ent Student P a r t i c ipat ion in School Activ i t i e s .  
Onc e aRain there was n o  majority opinion regarding extra­
curri c u l a r  a c t i vi t i e s .  Th i s  t ime respondents inrl i c a t ed that 
students probably par t i c i p a t e d  in as manv a c t i v i t i e s  as they 
shou l d .  On e-fifth of t h e  respondents sa1 d s t u d e n t s  �hould not 
pa rticipate in as many a5 they d i d ,  whi l e  some be l i eved they 
should be in more a c t i vi t i e s .  
Acc ording t o  Tab l e  '�6 , admi n i s t ra t o rs , bu sinessmen,  
junior high parent s ,  and high schoo l parent s beli eved s tudents 
partic ipated i n  a s  many as they should now. Jun ior high stu­
dents l argely agreed with these groups. Only the high schoo l 
students f e l t  the student � should n o t  part i cipate i n  a s  many 
as they d i d ·  One possible reason f o r  thi� v i ew was that per­
haps they be l i eved only a few student s had mo st of the organi­
z a t i on s ,  c l u b s ,  and act ivi t i e s  t i e d  up , i . e . the same ones 
were officers , cheerlead ers , e t c .  S in c e  h i �h school students 
wanted to expand the scope of the a c t i vi t i e s , perhaps this ex­
pla ined both opi n i o n s .  They would s imply l i ke t o  l im i t  t h e  
number of a c t iv i t i e s  a stud ent may be i n  i n  order to spreact the 
o ff i c e s ,  e t c .  around to more student s .  Another possible reason 
was that perhaps t h e s e  students had s e e n  what might happen if a 
student were too invol verl in t o o  many a c t i vi t i e s .  His school­
work miF.ht l i ke l y  suffe r .  
TABLE 46 
RESPONDENTS '  OPINIONS CONCE RNING SUFFICIENT STUDENT PARTICIPATION I N  SCHOOL ACTIVITIF.�  
Groups More Activities As Many Not As Many No Opinion No Response 
Activities Activi t ie s  
Number Number Number Number Number 
P ercent Perc ent Percent P e rc ent Percent 
School Board 0 o . o  2 4o . o  2 4 o . o 1 20 . 0  0 o . o 
C l ergymen 3 1 8 . 8  6 3 7 .  5 1 6 . 2  5 1 1 . 2  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 8 29 . 6  8 29 . 6  5 1 8 .  5 4 14 . 8  2 7 . 4  
Admin istrators 0 o . o  4 50 . 0 3 3 7 . 5  1 1 2 .  5 0 o . o  
Businessmen 1 6 . 7  8 53 . 3 2 13 . 3  3 20 . 0  l 6 . 7  
J .  n .  Students 5 20 . 8  1 1  4 5 . 8 4 16 . 7  4 1 6 . 7 0 o . o 
H.  s .  Students 1 4 . 3  6 26 . 1  1 2  5 2 . 2 4 1 7 . 4  0 o . o 
J .  H .  Parents 2 1 5 .  4 8 6 1 .  5 1 7 . 7  1 7 . 7 1 7 . 7  
H. s .  Parents 1 7 . 1 1 1  78 . 6  1 7 . 1 1 7 . 1 0 o . o  
'farmers 2 1 1 . 1 6 3 3 .  3 '.3 1 6 . 7 4 22. 2 3 . 1 6 . 7  
Lay Citi zens 3 1 3 . 6 8 3 6 . 4 3 1 3 . 6 5 22 . 7  3 13 . 6  
TOTAL 26 14 . 1  7 8  42 . 2  '.37 20. 0 33 17 . 8  1 1  5 . 9  
� 
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Summarv of Suffi c i en t  Student P a r t i c ipat i on !.!! School 
A c t i vi t i e s .  Even thou�h there was n o  � a j o r i t y  opinion , more 
respondents l eaned towarc! th e v i e"'· +- 1 1at s t ud e n t s  probably 
part i c ipated in a s  many ar. t iv i t i e s  a .-:  t11ey shou ld . There 
'�ere some respond ents w'1 o  s a i d  s t u rl  e r · t -'  should not nart ic i -
p a t e  i n  a s  many a s  they <lo now. 
d en t s .  
One-th i r<i of these were stu-
Str.lMA "RY· As f a r  as e x t ra-curri c u l a r  act ivi t i e!'i were 
c on c e rn e d ,  responrl e n t s  f e l t  th e scone o f  a c t i v i t i e s  should be 
broadened , �it they a l s o  f e l t  s t u d e n t s  part i c ipat ed in a s  
many a s  they should now. Only a few responden t s  th rough stu-
dents should participate in more , but one-fifth said they 
should not ta�e part in a s  many as they d j d .  
OPINT0\! 5  r.or-rcr.: 11�;p:r,. A DTJLT PA TlTJ' C J P  AT10N J N  SCHOOL 
ACTIV J1'I� 5  \ 5 � XP n� SS"Sn P.Y nr. SPONTJT.'. �!1'5 · Respon d en t s  had 
prev i o u s ly i nd i c a t ed how they fe l t  about s tu de n t  part i c ipa­
t ion i n  school a c t ivi t i e s , but how d id they feel about a d u l t  
partic ipa t i on i n  school a c t i v i t i e s  o r  affai r s ?  Were a du l t s  
int e re s t e d  enough i n  the s c h o o l s  t o  v i s i t  c l a s s e s  and a c t i v i ­
t i e s ?  
qespond en t s '  Opi n i o n s  C o n c e rnine !_!l.!:_ Schoo l ' � Encou rage­
ment o f  A d u l t  V i s i t a t ion . As no ted in T�ble 4 7 ,  over one-half 
of the respond en t s  f e l t  that the a d u lt s were encouraged t o  
v i s i t  the scho o l s .  A l it t l e  ove r one-fourth o f  the respond­
en t s  b e l i eved a<l u l t s  w e re not encou raP,ed t o  vi s i t .  Every 
�roup but two had a ma j o ri t y  that s a i d  the schoo l s  rlid 
encoura�e v i s i tation. Sven one of these two groups , busi-
nessmen , almost had a ma j ority that agreed with the others. 
High school students were the only ones 'Who said adu l t s  were 
not encou raged t o  visit the scho o l s - One pos sible explana-
tion was that with the new policy that a v i s i t o r  needed a 
vi s i t or ' s  pas s ,  they may have felt that adu l t s  were not en-
coura�ed to go t o  the scho o l s .  
TABLE 47 
RF. SPONDENTS ' O P T NIONS CONCEnNINr. SCHOOL ' S  ENC OURAGEMENT 
O F  ADULT V I S I TATION 
Groups Yes No Do Not Know No Response 
Number Number Number Number 
Percent P ercen t Percent Percent 
School Board 3 60 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  1 2 0 . 0 
C l e rgymen 12 7 5 . 0 3 1 8 . 8 0 o . o  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 1 5  5 5 . 6 8 29 . 6 2 7 . 4 2 7 . 4 
Admini s t rators 7 8 7 . 5 1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o 0 o . o  
Bu sinessmen 7 46 . 7  4 26 . 7  3 2 0 . 0 1 6 . 7  
J .  H. Students 1 5  6 2 . 5 5 2 5 . 0 4 1 6 . 7  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Students 7 30 . 0  1 2  52 . 2  3 13 . 0  1 4 . 3  
J .  H .  Parent s 8 6 1 . 5 � 38 . 5  0 o . o 0 o . o  
H - 5 .  Parents 1 0  7 1 . 4  4 28 . 6 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Fanners 1 1  6 1 . 1 4 22 - 2  1 5 . 6 2 11 . 1  
Lay C i t i zens 1 1  50 0 0. 1 8 . 2 4 1 8 . 2 3 l J . 6 
TOTAL 1 06 57 . 3  5 1  27. 6 17 9 . 2  1 1  5 . 9  
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The fol lowing comments were from those respondents who 
felt adul t s  were encouraged to visit the schoo l s .  
C l e reymen 
1 .  Maybe at c e rtain t imes more than others.  
High School Students 
1 .  Yes ,  but for some reason the parents feel 
uncomfortable when they c ome to the school .  
High School Pa rents 
1 .  I f  they don' t  have to have a c orridor pas s .  
The f o llowin� comments  were from those respondents who 
said adults  were not encou raeed t o  v i s it the scho o l s .  
Teachers 
1 .  Under the right c onditions -- on Education 
Week n iF,ht -- not during [_the] regu la r  c lass 
so  they can see it like it i s .  
H igh School student s 
1 .  Grade schools maybe , but not high school .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  Not rea l l y ,  espec i a l ly the junior and senior 
high. 
Summary !!..!_ Respondent s •  Opinions Concerning � School'� 
Encouragement of Adult Visitation.  Respondents felt the school s  
did encourage visits by adu l t s , but there were some who be-
li eYed they did not . Reasons given for this latter opinion 
were that mainly the hiRh schoo l and perhaps the junior high 
school did not encourap.e the vis i t s .  
Need f2.!:. Adult  Visi tation !.!! � Scho o l s .  There was no 
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question but that every �roup believed very st rongly that 
adu l t s  should visit the scho o l s .  As shown in Table 4 8 ,  only 
a few did not respond t o  the quest i on or did not know. Only 
a Yery few said the adu l t s  should not v i s i t  the schoo l s .  
The resu l t s  of this question we re s l ieht ly in conflict 
with the resu l t s  of the previous one. The respondents strong-
ly felt that adu lts shou ld visit the schoo l s ,  but just a 
l i t t l e  over one-half believed they were encouraged by the 
scho o l s  to do s o.  
TABLF. 48 
NEED FOR ADULT VISITATION IN THE SCHOOLS 
Groups Yes 
Number 
Percent 
School Board 4 80. 0 
Cl ergymen 14 87 . 5  
Teachers 2 2  8 1 . 5 
Administ rators 8 100 . 0  
Businessmen 13 86 . 7  
J .  H .  Students 23 9 5 . 8  
H· s. Students 19 8 2 . 6 
J. u .  Parents 12 92 . 3  
H - s .  Parents 13 9 2 . 8 
Farmers 14 77 . 8  
Lay C i t i zens 19 86 . I.� 
TOTAL 16 1 8 7 . 0 
No 
Number 
Perc ent 
1 2 0 . 0 
0 o . o  
3 1 1 . 1 
0 o . o  
1 6 . 7  
0 o . o  
2 8. 7 
0 o . o  
0 o . o  
1 5 . 6 
0 o . o  
8 4 . 3  
Do Not Know 
Number 
Percent 
0 o . o  
1 6 . 2  
0 o . o  
0 o . o 
0 o . o  
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
0 o . o  
7 J . 8  
lfo Response 
Number 
Percent 
0 o . o  
1 6 . 2  
2 7 . 4  
0 o . o 
1 6 . 7  
0 o . o 
0 o . o 
0 o . o  
0 o . o  
2 1 1 . 1  
3 1 3 . 6 
9 4 . 9  
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The fol lowing c omments were from those respondents who 
indi c a t ed adul t s  should v i s i t  the scho o l s .  
Board o f  Edu c a t i on 
1 .  Parents 
High School Students 
1 .  They should s o  they can unde r s t an d  and be 
acquainted with th e good and bad c on d i t i o n s .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  A t  prearranged meet ings and only when 
nec e s s a ry .  It i s  t oo d i s ruptive f o r  both 
t eachers and stud ents t o  have parents and 
o th e r  adu l t s  droppin� in at any t ime . 
One school board member said adu l t s  should n o t  v i s i t  
t h e  schools except " o n l y  when c al l e d  i n . " 
Summary of Need f o r  Adu l t  V i s i t a t i on i n  the School s .  
The respondent s ove rwh e l m i nP,ly agreed that adu l t s  should v i s i t  
the schoo l s .  Only a very few b e l i eved they should n o t .  
Number o f  Times That Respondents V i s i t e d  � School s  
i n  the Last Y e a r .  S l igh t l y  over one-third o f  the respondents 
stated they had not v i s i t e d  the scho o l s  at a l l  durinR the 
past year. As evident in Table 4 9 ,  only one-fourth s a id they 
had gone t o  the schools one o r  two t im e s .  The next largest 
group had v i s i t e d  three or four t imes . Not v e ry many re spond-
en t s  had made five t o  1 0  vi s i t s , but there were a few more 
who had gone more than 1 0  t im e s .  Ove r  one-half o f  the respond-
ent s had v i s i t ed one or more t im e s .  
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One problem r e s u l t e d  from examininP. the resu l t s  of 
thi s  que s t i on and the previous on e s .  One-ha l f  or more of the 
parents had not p,one t o  the schoo l �  at a l l  exc ept perhaps in 
the i r  ro l e s  as parents or t o  a t t end p 1 1h t ic func t i ons , but they 
f e l t  adu l t s  should v i s i t  the schoo l s  a nd that they were en­
couraeed t o  d o  s o .  
TAALE 49 
NUMBT:'.'1 OF TIMES TT-lAT RF. S PONDENTS V I S ITED THE SCHOOLS IN THE LAST YF.AR 
Groups None 1 -2 3-4 5-6 7-8 9-1 0 �tore No 
Times Times Times Times Times Than Response 
1 0  
Number Number NuMber Number Numbe r Number Number Number 
P e rc e n t  Pere ent Percent  P e rc ent  Perc ent Percent Perc en t  P e rc ent 
S c h o o l  'on rd 1 20 . 0  2 4 o . o  0 .0 .  0 1 20 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o  
C lert�ymen 6 3 7 . 5  4 2 5 .  0 2 1 2 . 5 l 6 . 2  1 6 . 2  0 o . o 0 o . o 2 1 2 .  5 
Teachers 8 29 . 6  1 3 . 7  5 1 8 . 5 1 3 . 7  1 3 . 7  0 o . o  7 2 5 . 9 4 14 . 8  
Administra t ors 4 50 . 0  2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 2 5 . 0  0 o . o 
Businessmen 9 6 0 . 0 3 20. 0 1 6 . 7  1 6 . 7  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  1 6 . 7  
J .  , T • Stud ents Li 1 6 . 7  1 0 41 . 7  7 29 . 2  0 o . o 0 o . o  1 4 . ? 1 /j, . 2 1 4 . 2 
H .  s .  Students  3 1 3 . 0 5 2 1 .  7 6 26 . 1 2 8 . 7  0 o . o 0 o . o  4 17 . 4  3 1 '.3 .  0 
J .  n .  Parents 8 6 1 . 5 4 3 0 . 8  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 7 . 7  0 o . o 
H .  5 .  Parents 7 5 0 . 0 5 3 5 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  1 7 . 1  1 7 . 1 0 o . o 
Farmers 9 50 . 0 5 2 7 . 8 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o  1 5 . 6  '.3 1 6 .  7 
Lay C i t i zens 6 2 7 . 3  6 27 . '.3 5 2 2 . 7 0 o . o  1 4 . 5 0 o . o 0 o . o  4 1 8 . 2  
TO'J'AL 6 5  3 I) .  1 47 2 5 .  4 26 14 . 1  6 '.3 ·  2 '.3 1 .  6 2 1 . 1  1 8  9 . 7  1 8  9 . 7  .... 
'1 
.(:" 
1 7 5  
'Mle following comments were from those respondents who 
said they had never vi s i t ed the schools i n  the past year. 
Junior High Paren t s  
1 .  I have t o  work for a living to help pay the 
school person nel sa lary ,  when can I? 
High Schoo l Paren t s  
1 .  I forgot to c a l l  and get perm i s s ion t o  2 ent e r  the school grounds. I was insulted. 
2.  I t  i sn ' t  possible to vi s i t  the school with­
out bein� i s sued a pas s ;  therefo r e ,  I do not 
feel that my presence i s  desi red at the 
institution. 
Summary � Number � Times That Respondent s Visited 
the Schools in the Last Year. Over one-third of the respond-
ent s  had not visited the schools at all in the last year. 
Only one-fourth had gone one or two time s .  Parents felt adults 
should go , but over one-half of them did not go at a l l .  Since 
teachers , administrators ,  and studen t s  were intrinsically in-
volved in many of the school activit i e s  and they were a part 
of the school ,  a laree number of them said they had visited 
the schoo l s  only rarely. 
Respondent s •  Opinions Conce rning Adult s •  Int erest !!! 
!!!2_ Whole School Concept . Over one-third of the respondents 
said the adu l t s  were interested in the who l e  school c oncept. 
2 
The rec ent ly impo sed visitor ' s  pass was u s ed primarily 
because former students and students from other schools were 
loit ering on the Rrounds and in the buildings and di•tracting 
students and teachers in the hal lways and c las srooms. It was 
not intended t o  keep le�itimate people from v i s i t i ng but t o  
keep loiters and unauthori zed people ou t .  
'sli�htly l e s s  than one-third believed they were not .  The 
remaining respondents did not know or did not respond-
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Aecordin� t o  Table 5 0 ,  ove r  nne-half of the school 
board members and t e achers felt the arlu l t s  were not inter­
ested,  but one-half or more or the arlmi n istrat o r s ,  business­
men , junior high parents ,  high schoo l paren t s , and lay citi­
zens said the adul t s  were intere s t ed in the whol e  schoo l 
concept . 
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TABLE 50 
RESPONDENTS' OPINIONS CONCERNING ADULTS ' INTEREST 
IN THE WHOLE SCHOOL CONCEPT 
Groups Existence of Adults•  
Interest 
Yes No  Do f\"ot  Know No Response 
Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
School Board 1 20 . 0  3 6 0 . 0 1 20 . 0  0 o . o  
Clergymen 4 2 5 . 0 5 3 1 . 2 5 3 1 . 5 2 12. 5 
Teachers 5 18. 5 18 66 . 7  3 1 1 . l 1 3 .  7 
Administrators 5 62 . 5 3 37 . 5  0 o . o 0 o . o  
Businessmen 9 60 . 0  2 13 . 3  2 13· '.3 2 13 . 3  
J .  H .  Students 8 33. 3 5 20 . 8  10  4 1 .  7 1 4 . 2  
H .  5 .  Students 8 34. 8 9 3 9 . 1 5 2 1 .  7 1 4 . 3  
J .  H.  Parents 7 53 . 8  4 30 . 8  1 7 . 7  1 7 . 7  
H .  s .  Parents 7 50. 0 2 14. 3 4 28. 6 1 7 . 1 
Farmers 7 38. 9 4 22. 2 5 27 . 8  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C iti zens 12  54 5 3 13 - 6  3 l J . 6 4 18 . 2  
TOTAL 73 39. 5 58 3 1 . 4  39 21 . 1  1 5  8 . 1 
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'nle fo llowing c omments were from those respondents who 
f e lt adu l t s  were interested in the who le school concept. 
C l e rgymen 
1 .  General attitude in the local newspaper and 
. • . people [' sJ eonT'ersations ref'lec t s  
interest . 
Teachers 
Most :-Parents are interested in the school 
[tha� their children a t t end· 
'Ibey place a great deal of emphasis on the 
" showy" aspec t ,  that which i s  inunediately 
visible or measurab l e .  
Bu sinessmen 
1 .  Ones that have children i n  scho o l .  
Junior H igh Students 
1 .  They are a lways there ta lking t o  the teachers 
and enjoying Open Hou s e .  
z .  'nley all seem to be interested in the way 
the i r  kids are treat e d .  
High School Students 
1 .  They are wi l l ing t o  help ( at least those 
with kids involved in schoo l ) .  
2 .  We have a very concerned c onnunity ( except 
when it comes t o  voting more money for a 
schoo l ) .  
Junior High Parents 
1 .  TI1 1 s  i s  qui t e  obvious at meetings , such as 
gam e s ,  concert s ,  e t c .  
H igh School Parents 
1 .  'Mley are interested , but cannot get answers 
when they go to schoo l .  . . 
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Farmers 
1 .  I 'm qui t e  sure they are interested and I 'm 
sure many like my s e l f  have never seen a 
copy of the " school phi losophy . "  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  They have worked for ��hel junior c o l lege 
and other improvements of the scho o l s .  
There i s  more emphasis on c o ll ege now. 
The following c omments were from those respondents who 
be l i eved adu l t s  were not int&rested in the who l e  school c on-
cep t .  
Board of Edu c a t i on -
1 .  Most c o u ld care l e s s  -- only interes t ed in 
"my boy " and "my gi r l " and [thei�] problems. 
'Mley are interested i n  the abc ' s  -- athle t ic s ,  
buses , cafeteria. 
C l e rgymen 
1. Too few att end school programs - - p. T .  A . , 
Open House , e t c . 
Teachers 
1 .  I f  they were they would a t t end school board 
meeting s ,  c ome t o  the schools during school 
hou r s ,  etc . 
2 .  Just taxes li rel a l l  they seem t o  b e  inter-
·-· -e s t ed i n .  
3 · I f  they were c onc e r ne d ,  it would influence 
the chi ld ' s  reac ti ons ; therefore , having 
l e s s  d i s c ipline prob l em s .  
Farmers 
1 .  People l i k e  t o  c omplain but don • t  like t o  
work fo r something b e t t e r .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  I thi nk many feel that this i s  a j ob for 
educa tors . 
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Summary of Respondent s •  Opinions Concerning Adu l t s •  
Interest !.!l � Whole School Concept . Over one-third of the 
respondents said the adu l t s  were interest ed in the whol e  
school concep t ,  whil e  s l ip,ht ly fewer felt they were not 
intere sted . 
Respondent s •  Source of Information About the Schoo l s .  
Three-fourths o f  the respondents stated they l earned about 
the schools  by going t o  r. T. A · , parent s •  nigh t ,  etc .  Al­
most the same number received informat ion about the schools 
by helping pupils  with homework. As noted in Table 5 1 ,  othe r 
sources of school  information were ranked in the following 
orde r :  going t o  school �am e s , play s ,  etc . ;  hearing talks about 
the school at c lub meet ings , on the radio , etc . ; attending or 
visitin� the school ;  readinR the school newspaper , yearbook, 
etc . ;  talking with adu lt s ;  and reading the city newspapers.  
I t  should be  noted that there was a n  inconsist ency in  
the method of rankin�. Some respondents wrote one , two , three,  
e t c . , but others used several one ' s  and two ' s  and three • s .  
Con s equent l y ,  the reliabi l ity of t h e  ranking was very ques­
tionab l e .  
.,roup• 
School Boar<! 
Cler11;ymon 
Teachers 
.t.dministrators 
Businessmen 
J. H· Students 
�··;. ·� I � ' 
H ·  s .  Students 
J. Jl, Pnrcn ts 
T.t.SLF. 51 
l\ESPONDF.NTS' SOl1RCF OF INFORMATION .t.ROl1T TIO:: <;CllOOLS 
.t.ttending p. T. "· Talkinr. 
School With 
Children 
Rank Rank Rank 
Number Number Number 
1- - 0 l ·  - 0 1 .  - 2 
2. - 0 2. - 0 2. - 0 
'.l· - 2 '.l· - 0 J .  - 0 
4. - 0 4. - 0 4 .  - 0 
5 . - 0 5· - 0 5 .  - l 
6 .  - 0 6 .  - l 6 .  - 0 
7. - 0 7. - 0 7 .  - 0 
8. - 0 8. - 0 8 .  - 0 
9. - 0 9. - 1 9. - 0 
o. - J o. - '.l o. - 2 
1. - 0 t .  - 0 i. - 4 
2· - 0 2. - l 2. - 1 
J. - ) J .  - 0 '.3· - 2 
4. - 0 4 .  - 0 4. - 1 
5. - 1 5· - 0 5 ·  - 0 
6 .  - 0 6. - l 6. - 0 
7. - 0 7 . - 0 7. - 0 
8. - 0 o. - 0 8. - 0 
9. - 1 9· - 0 9. - 0 
o. -11 o. -14 o. - 8 
4 1. -lJ l. 0 l· -- 6 0 2 .  1 2. 2 ·  -
4 '.l· 0 '.l· 2 '.3· - -4 .  2 4. - '.l 4 .  l -
0 5 ·  0 5 ·  0 5· - -
6 .  0 6. - '.l 6 .  1 
0 7· l 7· 0 7 · -
8. 1 8. 2 8. 0 
9· 1 9. - 4 9. 0 
o. -1 5  o .  -10 o. - 7 
l • - 4 1 .  - 0 1 .  0 
2. 0 2. - 0 2 .  l 
'.l · 0 '.l ·  - 0 J .  2 -
4 .  4 .  0 4. 0 0 
5 ·  0 5 . 0 5· - 1 
6 .  0 6 .  1 6 .  0 
7 . 0 7 · - 0 7. - 0 
a .  0 a. 0 8. 0 0 9. - 0 9· - 1 9· 
4 o. 6 o .  4 o. -
}. 1 1. 0 1 - '.l 
2. 1 2 ·  0 2· '.l 
'.l ·  1 '.l ·  - 0 '.l · 0 
4. 0 4. 0 4 .  1 
5 .  0 5 ·  1 5 ·  0 
6 .  0 6. 0 6 .  0 
0 7 .  1 7. 0 7 . 
8. 1 s. 0 e. 0 
9. 0 9· 0 9· 1 
o. -1 0  o. -14 o. 7 
1. - 0 l· - 1 l ·  - 5 
2 .  - 2 2 ·  - 0 2. - 0 
'.l· - 2 '.l · - 2 '.l· - '.l 
4. - 0 I�. - 0 4 .  - 0 
5· - 0 5 .  - 0 5 .  - 0 
6. - 0 6 .  - 2 6 .  - 0 
7. - 2 7. - 1 7 .  - 0 
8. - 0 a. - 0 8. - 0 
9� - 0 9. - 0 9· - 0 
o. -18 o. -18 -- o. -16 
�'<: �'.j 
1 .  - s ] .  - 2 1 .  - 1 
2. - 0 2 ·  - 0 2. - 2 
'.3· - l '3 ·  - 1 '.l· - 0 
4 .  - l 4. - 0 4 .  - 0 
5· - 0 5 .  - 0 5. - 1 
6 .  - l 6 .  - l 6. - l 
;. - 0 1· l 7 . - 2 
8. - l 8. - 1 8. - 2 
9 ·  - l 9 .  - J 9. - 0 
o. -10 o. -14 o. -14 
l ·  - l \ .  - '? l .  - :; 
2. - 1 ?.. - 0 2. - 1 
) ·  - (') '.3 ·  - 0 'l· - I '" - , :: . - 0 1: . t 
5- - ri � .  0 ; . - l (,. - 1 r .. - ' f . 
7. " " -
... - l 
'l - 0 
Talkini: Goine To Read1ne Reading Helping 
With Games School City lilth 
Adults Ne11spaf'er Papers Homework 
Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank 
Number Number Number Number Number 
1. - 0 1 .  - 0 l· - 1 l ·  - 0 l .  - 0 
2 .  - 0 2 ·  - 0 2 .  - 0 2. - 2 2 ·  - 0 
'.l· - 0 '.l· - l '.l· - 0 '.l ·  - 0 '.l ·  - 0 
'•· - l 4 .  - 0 4. - l 4 .  - 0 4 .  - l 
S· - 0 5. - 0 S· - 0 5 .  - 0 5 .  - 0 
6. - 0 6 .  - l 6 .  - 1 6 .  - 0 6 .  - 0 
7 .  - 0 7. - l 7 . - 0 7· - 0 7 . - 0 
8 .  - 0 8. - 0 11. - 0 8· - l 8. - 1 
9· - 0 9· - 0 9. - 0 9. - 0 9. - 0 
o. - J o. - 2 Q. - 2 o .  - 2 o. - '.3 
1. - 2 1- - 0 i. - 0 1 - - '.l 1 .  - 2 
2· - 2 2. - 0 2. - ?. 2. - '.3 2. - 0 
1· - 4 J· - 0 1. - 1 J .  - 1 '.l· - 0 
4. - 1 4. - 0 ''· - 1 4. - 1 4 .  - 0 
S ·  - 0 5· - 1 5 .  - 1 5· - 0 5 .  - 1 
6. - 0 6 .  - l 6 .  - l 6. - 0 6. - 0 
7 . - 1 7 . - 1 7 · - 0 7. - 0 7. - 0 
8. - 0 a .  - 0 a .  - 0 8 .  - 0 8- - l 
9. - 0 9. - l 9. - 0 9. - 0 9. - 0 
o. - 6 o. -12 o. -10 o .  - 8 o .  - 14 
i. 4 l ·  0 l ·  0 l ·  0 1 .  - 0 4 2. 0 4 2. 2 2· 2 2 ·  -2. 4 '.3 ·  2 J ·  - '.l '.3 ·  - 0 J ·  - '.3 '.3 ·  -
4. 2 4. '.l 4. - J 4. 1 4. 0 
5 ·  2 5· - 5 5. - 2 5 .  1 5· '.l -6. 6 .  0 6 .  - 2 6 .  1 6 .  2 J 
7 ·  - 1 7 ·  1 7· 2 7 .  - l 7. '.l a. 0 8 .  0 s. 1 a. l s. - 2 
1 9· 0 9· - 1 9. - 1 9· - 0 9· - -16 o. -10 o. - 1'.l o. -1'.l o. -10 Q. 
1. 1 l· - 0 l ·  1 1 .  2 l .  - 0 - 1 2· 0 2· - 2 2· 0 2. 1 2 ·  1 '.l· 0 '.3· - 1 '.l · 0 '.l· 2 '.l · 4 .  0 4 .  1 4 .  2 4. 0 4. 1 5 .  0 5 ·  0 5· 0 5. 1 5 ·  1 -- 6 .  6- 0 6 .  0 6. 1 6 - 1 0 0 7 .  1 7· - 0 7 ·  - 0 7. 0 7. a. 0 a. 0 8. l a. 0 8. - 0 0 9· 1 9· 0 9· - 0 9· 0 9· - 6 o. '.l o. - 4 o. 2 o. - 2 o. 
1. 1 l ·  - 0 1 .  2 1. '.l 1 .  - 0 
2. 1 2· 0 2 .  1 2 .  - ? 2. 0 -
'.l ·  4 '.l · 0 '.3 ·  1 1 ·  - ? J 0 - 4 . 0 4. 1 4 .  l 4. 2 I: .  - l 
5 ·  0 5. 0 5 ·  '.l 5· - 0 5 ·  - 0 
6 .  6. 0 6 .  0 6 .  0 6 .  1 0 -
7. 0 7. 0 7 . 0 1 ·  - 0 7· - 1 
e. 0 8- 0 8. 0 8 .  0 a. 0 
9. 0 9· 0 9. 0 9. - 0 9· 0 - 6 o. 1 o. -14 o. - 8 o. -1'.l o .  -
l· - 1 l· - 0 - 1 1 .  - 0 l· - 0 
2. - 1 2. - l - 1 2· - '.l 2 .  - 2 
'.l ·  - 1 '.l· - 0 - 1 '.3· - 0 '.3 ·  - 0 
4. - 2 4. - 0 - 1 4. - 0 4 .  - 2 
S ·  - 1 5 ·  - 0 - 2 5. - '.3 5 ·  - 0 
6. - 0 6 .  - 0 - 1 6. - 1 6 .  - 0 
7. - 0 7 . - 0 - 1 1· - 0 1· - 1 
s. - 0 8- - 1 - 0 !I. - 0 s. - 2 
9· - 0 9. - '.l - 0 9. - 0 9. - 0 01,, -·� Ii, -t9 ':' 
: '\ . , ... • .. • � ... 3- "' , �-r · r,-r - ....... - :.;� 
• A - I I 
1 .  - 1 1. - 0 - 0 - 2 1- 0 
2 .  - 1 2 ·  - 2 2. 5 2. 1 2. l 
'.l ·  - 2 '.3 · - 1 '.l· '• J .  2 '.3· 0 4 .  - 0 4. - '.l 4. - 2 4 .  - l 4. l 
<;. - 0 5 .  - 0 S· 1 5 ·  4 5 ·  2 
6. - J 6. - 1 6 .  l 6. 1 6 .  l 
7 . - J 7. - 1 7. 0 7 .  0 7 . 1 
8. - l a. - l 8. 0 8 .  0 a. 0 
'). - 0 9. 2 9. 0 9. 0 9· 2 
o. -1'.l o .  -, :! o .  - 10 o. -12 0 -15 
l .  - 0 1 .  - 0 l· 0 } .  2 l - 0 
2. - '.3 2. l 2 .  n 2. 1 2· l 
1 ·  - 1 '.l ·  - !\ 1 · I; '.l · l 3 ·  2 
·'· . - I ... - 1 4. l !.! .  - '.) 4 .  l 
<;. - l s. I s , ;; .  - l s l 
�- 6 .  .. 6. 0 5 0 - ,. '· - 7 .  ; I 7 0 
·. 11. 0 !:. - 0 !I. 0 - :" ? ·  0 ,. - •1 9 1 
Hearinr. 
Talks 
Rank 
Number 
}. - 0 
2. - 0 
'.l· - 0 
4. - 0 
5 .  - 2 
6 .  - 0 
7. - 1 
8. - 0 
9· - 0 
o. - 2 
l ·  - 2 
2. - l 
'3 · - 0 4. - 2 
5. - 0 
6 .  - 0 
7· - 0 
8 .  - l 
9. - 0 
o. -12 
l· - 0 
2. l 
'.l ·  2 
4. 2 
5 ·  0 
6 .  1 
4 7. 
s. 4 
9. - 1 
o. -12 
l· - 2 
2 ·  l 
'.l ·  - 0 
4 .  0 
5 ·  0 
6. 0 
7. 1 
a. l 
9. - 0 
o. '.l 
1. - 0 
2 ·  - 2 
'.3· 2 4. 0 
5 0 
6 .  1 
7 · 0 
8- 0 
9· 0 
o. -10 
1 .  - 2 
2. - 0 
'.3· - 1 
4 .  - 1 
5· - 0 
6. - 1 
7. - 0 
a. - 1 
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Summary of Respond en t s •  Sou rc e o f  Information About 
� Schools· The respond e n t s  s t a t e d  they received their 
primary information about the sch o o l s  from the f o l lowing 
sourc e s :  going t o p .  T .  A · , pare nt s •  n i �h t ;  helpin� pupils 
with homework; and goin� to school rarn�s , p lays , etc . 
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Sl��1ARY· The overwhelmin� maj o ri t y  of the respondents 
said adu lt s should v i s i t  the school s ,  but s l i F,htly over one -
hal f  f e l t  they were encouraRed t o  v i s i t  them. A l s o ,  even with 
the f e e l ing that adu l t s  were encoura�ed t o  vi s i t  the schools 
and the be l i e f  that adu l t s  should v i s i t  them, one-third of the 
respondents had n o t  v i s i t e d  them at a l l  in the past year and 
s l ight ly over one-third had only gone one to four t im e s . 
Wh i l e  respondents said adu l ts should v i s i t  the schoo l s , 
were they rea l ly i n t e r e s t ed in them? The respondents were 
s p l i t  in the i r  opinion s .  �1ore respondents f e l t  they were 
int e r e s t ed but there was no maj ority opinion. nespondents 
s t a t e d  that t h e i r  primary sourc e s  of infonnation about the 
schoo l s  were as fol lows : goinp, t o  P. T. A · , paren t s •  night ; 
h e l p i ng pupi l s  with homewo r k ;  and going t o  school gam e s , 
plays , etc . 
n�sPONDENTS' OPINIONS CO�CERNING FINANCES IN THB 
SCHOOL DISTRICT· The problems of finances and tax bas e s  have 
caused many a taxpay e r ,  teach e r , and admini s t rator some s l e ep­
l e s s  niRht s .  I t  has a l s o  caused some argument s .  Whenever a 
new program or new buildin� i s  proposed , the q u e s t i on or 
finan c e s  always comes up ( whether i t  i s  out i n  the open or 
n o t ) .  Robinson school d i s t r i c t  v o t e d  on a bond referendum 
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in March , 197 1 ,  for the purpo s e  of bHilding a new junior high 
school and a vocational building. Therefo r e ,  two quest ions 
in the q u e s t i onnaire spe c i f i c a l l y  asked about a new junior 
high schoo l .  
Re spondent s '  Opinions Conc e rninc a Need f2.!: � !!_! 
Junior High Scho o l .  Over three-fourths o f  the respond ents 
believed there was a need for a new junior high schoo l .  As 
noted in Table 5 2 ,  only a few s a i d  there was no need and the 
same number did not lmow o� did not r e spond to the q u e s t i o n .  
A l l  o f  the groups had a m a j o r i t y  that a�reed there was 
a need f o r  a new junior high scho o l .  Among the lay c i t i zens , 
bus i ne s smen , farmers , and hi�h schoo l parent s ,  the ma j o rit ies 
were not a s  high as they were in the other group s .  
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TAR LE )2 
'RF SPONDENTS ' OPtNJO�rs co�cr rtNINr. A. ?\'1� ED FOR 
A r:'· '·.' JUNIOR. tTT"rH SCHOOL 
Groups Y e s  No '."lo N o t  Know No nesponse 
•:umbe r  ��umber '�u'11be r Number 
P e rc en t  P e rc en t  P e rc en t  Percent 
School Roa rd l� 80 - 0  1 20 . 0  0 0 - 0  0 o . o  
C l e rF,ymen 14 87 . )  1 6 . 2  0 o . o  1 6 . 2  
Teacher!'J 24 88 . 9  2 7 . 4  1 3 . 7  0 o . o  
Admi n i 9 t ra t o r s  7 87 . 5 1 1 2 .  5 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Bu s i n e s smen 9 6 0 . 0  4 26 . 7  1 6 . 7  1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  S t u d e n t s  21 8 7 .  5 2 8 . 3  0 o . o 1 4 . 2 
H .  s .  Student s 20 87 . 0  J 13 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 13 1 00 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parent s 9 6Li . 3 3 2 1 .  u. 1 7 . 1 1 7 . 1  
Farmers 1 1  6 1 . 1  2 1 1 . 1  2 1 1 . 1 3 16 . 7  
Lay C i t i z e n s  13 .59 . 1  2 9 . 1 4 HL 2  3 13 . 6  
TOTAL 14 5 78 . h  2 0  1 0 . 8  10 ) . 4 1 0  5 . 4 
1 8 5  
The f o l lowing comments were from tho s e  respondents who 
b e l i eved there was a nerd in Robinson for a new j u n i o r  hiP.h· 
Board of E d u c a t i o n  
1 .  The s c h o o l s  a r e  t o 0  <' rowd e d .  We need t o  
remove .Jefferson com1· l e t e l y  and separate 
the junior hi�h from the high scho o l .  
C l e rrrxmen 
1 .  In t e ris of maturation l ev e l s  a l o n e , r,th-
7th- A t h  �rades shou ld not be with lower or 
higher P.rad e s .  
2 .  �{oweve r  -- Washinr.;ton Schoo 1 i s  ;_-a J mi stake 
and probahly th e arch i t e c t s  wou ld do no 
be t t e r  n ext t iM e ·  To LoJ much building area 
but no room. 
3 ·  Somethin� on the south s i d e  of town. It 
looks as thoutr,h everything i s  movin� north 
of t o wn .  
Teachers 
1 .  Defin i t e ly ,  for expanded pro�ram s .  
2 .  E i ther we should have an 8-4 arrangement o r  
a 6-6 a r rangement o r  5-3-4 ( o r  some other 
arrangr�ent ) .  A t  present we have a 6-6 
arrangement but pret end it is 6-2-4. 
3 ·  Schoo l s  a r e  overcrowded. Students in the 
midd l e  grades are pushed a s i d e .  They need 
t h e i r  own schoo l ,  facu l t y ,  and program of 
study. 
�-. Farmers t ry t o  avoid " s t re s s "  cond i t ions on 
l i v e s t o c k  so why i n  the h e l l  shouldn ' t  the-­
scho o l s  avoid i t  on the student s .  
Admin i s t ra t o rs 
1 .  The primary reason i s  t o  v,ive s t ud e n t s  
ident i t y  - - not t o  reli eve overc rowding. 
Junior H ieh Students 
1 .  Overcrowded schoo l s .  The junior high school 
has heen c ondemned for 1 and 2 graders s o  
they build a n e w  school and put j u n i o r  high 
s t u n e n t L sJ th e r e .  
2.  The Jeffer5on bu i l d ing i s  about to fall 
in ! 
3 .  Tile jun ior hi�h bui lding was condemned 
until new 5afety d e v i c e s  were put in. 
High School Students 
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I .  Too much busing. The junior high building 
is a d i sr:rac e .  
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  The junior hi�h students t end t o  c opy the 
o lde r h 1 �h school students , but in many 
things they are not ready yet . 
The followin� comments were from those respondents who 
bel i eved there was no need for a new junior high schoo l .  
Board !!.!_ Education 
1 .  County !1i�h school [_i s] more important. 
Junior High Student s 
1 .  What we have i s  okay. It is hard enough 
to pay taxes now. 
High School Students 
1 .  Taxes are to Lo] high now. 
High School Parent s 
1 .  We need a c ounty high school and u s e  exist­
ing high schools as a possible junior high 
or grade school in the d i stric t s .  
Lay C i ti zens 
1. U s e  the exist ing old schoo l s .  
Summary of Respondent s •  Opinions Concerning � � 
!2J:. � � Junior High Schoo l .  Responden t s , by a large 
majori t y ,  believed there was a need fo r a new junior high 
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scho o l .  Only a few said there was n o  need for one. The 
reasons given for want inR a new s ch o o l  were the overe rowdinp, 
of the present buildings , the old c o nd i t i on of the pres ent 
junior hi�h building, and the need t o  separate the junior 
high s t u d e n t s  from the high scho o l  s t u � ent s .  Reasons r;iven 
for not wanting a new building were the t a x e s  were too high 
now and the need for a c ounty hiRh schoo l .  
Responden t s •  Dec i s ion t o  V o t e  for � Aga i n s t  � � 
Referendum. Thr e e -fourths of the respondents said they would 
v o t e  for a bond referendum t o  bui l d  a new j u n i o r  hiP,h schoo l .  
The r e  were some wh o  s a i d they would v o t e  affainst a bond 
referendum. A few respon rl en t s  did not know how they would 
v o t e  or did not respond t o  the q u e s t i o n .  
A s  e v ident in Table 53 , every group had over a majority 
that s t a t ed they wou ld support a bond referendum exc ep t  the 
lay c i t i ze n s . Thi s  P,rom.) had exac t ly one-half in favor of 
the referendum. S t u d en t s •  opinions about a r e ferendum were 
d e s ired primarily because they were the ones who should know 
about the e x i s t inP. c ond i t i ons and the need for a new bu i l ding 
f o r  the junior hiRh s t udent s .  S t u d en t s  overwhelmingly sup-
ported a bond referendum. Even if the s t u d e nt 9 •  vot e s  were 
removed from the t ot a l  fiP,ure s ,  the fina l v o t e  in favor of 
the bond referendum woul� be chan�ed by l e s s  than five per 
c e n t .  
188 
TABLE .53 
W.SPONDENTS' DECI S ION TO VOTE Fon OR A11AINST A BOND REFE RENDUM 
Groups Yes �o Do Not Know No Respon�e 
Numbe r  Number �1umber Number 
Percent Percent P e rc e n t  P e rc ent 
Schoo 1 Boa rd 4 80 . 0  1 2 0 . 0 0 o . o 0 o . o  
C l ergymen 13 81 . 2  1 6 . 2  1 6 . 2  1 6 . 2  
Teachers 24 88 . 9  2 7 . 4  1 3 . 7  0 o . o  
Admi n i s t ra t o rs 7 87 . 5  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o 
Businessmen 8 53 · 3  6 4 o . o  0 o . o  1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  Students 21 87. 5 2 8 . 3 0 o . o  1 4 . 2  
H .  s. studen t s  19 82 . 6  3 13 . 0  1 4 . 3  0 o . o  
J. H. Parent s  12 92 . 3  0 o . o 1 7 . 7  0 o . o  
H. 5 .  Parents 9 64. 3 3 2 1 . 4 1 ? - 1 1 7 . 1 
Farmers 1 0  5 5 . 5 4 22 . 2  1 5 . 6 3 16 . 7  
Lay C it i zens 1 1  5 0 . 0 4 1 8 . 2 3 13 . 6  4 18 . 2  
TOTAL 138 74. 6 27 14 . 6  9 4 . 9  11 5 . 9  
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One lay c i t i zen who was unsure about how he would 
Tote explained : 
Before voting for a bond referendum i n  order to 
finance a new junior hieh scho o l ,  I think it 
would be wi se t o  see how mueh money would be 
necessary to c o n s t ruct bui ld ings like a t  Lincoln 
Trai l  C o l l ege. Tilen see h o w  much money can be 
p l edged t oward i t .  If that £ai ls - - then vote 
on the bond referendum. 
Summary !!.!_ Respondents •  Dec i s ion t o  Vote !.2.£. � 
Against � Bond Referendum .  A l l  but one-<ourth o f  the re­
spondents said they would support a bond referendum for a 
new junior high scho o l .  There were a few respondents who 
were noncommittal .  
As  mentioned ea r l i e r ,  Unit fr 2  did vote o n  a bond 
refe rendum for a new junior high schoo l ,  bus mechan i c s  shop, 
and auto mechanics shop i n  March , 197 1 .  O f  the 2 , 048 who 
voted , 1 , 10� favo red the referendum and 89 5 voted aga in st 
i t .  There were 49 spoi l ed bal l o t s .  The refore, 5 5 . 2 per 
c ent ac tually voted for the bond referendum. According t o  
the responses t o  the qu e s t i onna i re , 74 . 6  per c ent said they 
would.  Perhaps there were respondents who favored the refer-
endum at the t ime of the que s t i o nn a i re but by March , 197 1 ,  had 
dec i ded to  vo t e  against i t  for one reason or another.  
Re sponden t s •  Opinions Regarding Fairness 2.f Real 
E s tate Assessmen t .  Since part of the problem in passing bond 
referendums rests on the belief that real e s t a t e  taxes were 
already too high o r  that taxes were not rairly assessed ,  the 
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respondents were asked if  they believed the real estate taxes 
were fairly assessed.  The respondents were quite divided on 
this question.  Less than one-ha l f  did not know or  did not 
respond t o  the question , whi l e  one-third believed the taxes 
were unfairly a�sessed.  The remaininr respondents felt the 
taxes were fairly assessed . 
According to Table 54 , only the businessmen came c lose 
to having a majority that indicated the real estate taxes 
were fai r l y  assessed . On the other hand , a majority of the 
school board members and administrators bel i eved they were 
unfairly assessed.  Exact ly one-half of  the high school par­
ents agreed with the board members and administrators. Teach­
ers , junior high parent s ,  and farmers came close  to having a 
maj o ri ty and agreeing with the board members , administrators , 
and high school paren t s .  Over three-fourths o f  the c lergy­
men did not lmow. 
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TABLE 54 
RE SPOND'SNTS ' OPINIONS flE<1A �n HJrr FAI 11NESS O F  
Hf.AI, r- STAT-r.: ASS1=; S <;�rEr\'T 
nroups Yes , . .. o no Not Know No nesponse 
Number Number : umber �umber 
Perc e n t  Perc e n t  Percent Percent 
School no a rd 1 2 0 . 0 3 6 0 . 0  l 20 . 0  0 o . o  
C l ereymen 1 6 . 2  2 1 2 - 5 12 7 5 . 0  1 6 . 2  
TeachP.rs l_t 2 5 .  0 1 3  11· 8·  1 1 0  37 - 0  0 o . o  
!\dmi n i s t rators 1 1 2 . 5 7 87 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Bu s i n e s smen 7 h 6 . 7  l� 26 . 7 3 2 0 . 0 1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  Students L1- 16 - 7 6 2 5 . 0  13 54 . 2  1 4 . 2  
H - s .  Students 7 1 0 . 0 0 o . o  16 69 . 6 0 o . o 
J .  n .  Parents 5 3 8 . 5 6 46 . 2 2 1 5 .  4 0 o . o  
H .  S - Parents ) 21 h 7 50 . 0  4 2 8 . 6 0 o . o  
Farmers 5 27 . 8  8 l�. 4 .  l� 3 16 . 7  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i zens 4 1 8 - 2 8 36 . 4 6 27 . 3  4 18 . 2  
TOTAL 42 2 2 . 7 64 34 . 6 7 0  37 - 8  9 4 . 9  
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The foll owing comments were from those respondents who 
said the real estate had not been fairly assessed .  
Board !!!_ Education 
1 .  Favoring industry .  
Administrators 
1 .  You must be kidding. 
Jun ior High Parents 
1 .  I believe there are some people riding free 
or abou t !  
High School Parents 
1 .  Fac tories and plants are getting by with 
murder. 
Farmers 
1 .  Too much on farmers. 
2. And there is no way it can be· �oney raised 
by taxation wi l l  never be equally apportioned 
and that is why we bitch so much about i t .  
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  More people should help with t}hi.] expense 
of �h� schools . 
Summary � Respondent s '  Opin,.ons Regarding Fairness !!.f 
Beal Estate Assessment . Respondents did not reach a majority 
opinion because they were divided on this question. More 
respondents did not know or did not answer the question than 
said the property was not fairly assessed. Even fewer indicated 
it was fairly assessed· 
Respondents • Opin ions Regarding � Need f.2!. � County-
Wide School Distri c t .  Although there was not a majority view, 
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more respondents beli eved there was a need fo r a county 
school d i s t ri c t  than said there was not.  However, there was 
a large number who d i d  not know or � i d  not answer. 
As noted in Table 5 5 ,  all of th� board members felt 
there was a need for a c ounty-wide school d i s t ric t .  Agreeing 
with the board members were the i;eacher s ,  admi n i s t rators,  and 
board membe r s .  On t h e  o t h e r  han d ,  more high school parents 
and farmers said there was no need for such a d i st rict than 
said there was a need. 
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TARLE 5 5  
RE SPOND'SNTS' OPINIO"JS nsr..A RDJNr. A �r.:F:n F O R  
A COUNTY-1.nnE SCHOOL "1! STRICT 
Groups Y e s  ;; 0 no Not Know No nesponse 
'\umber ?-Jumber '\umbe r  Number 
P e rc ent Perc e n t  P ercent. Percent 
School l".\oard 5 100 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 
C l e rgymen 5 3 1 . 2  '.3 3 1 .  2 7 '-"J . 8 1 6 . 2  
Teach e rs 17 63 . 0  J 11 . 1  6 22 - 2  1 3 . 7  
Adm i n i s t rators 6 7 � .  0 1 1 2 . 5 1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  
Businessmen 1 1  73 . 3  1 6 . 7  2 1 3 .  '.3 1 6 . 7  
J .  Ji . Students 6 2 5 . 0  8 3 '.3 .  '.3 9 '.37 · 5  1 4. 2 
H .  s .  Students 6 2r- . 1 9 '.3 9 - 1 8 3L� . 8 0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 6 4 6 . 2 .5 3 8 .  '5 2 1 5 .  LJ. 0 o . o  
H. s .  Parent s 6 42 . 8  7 50 . 0  1 7 . 1 0 o . o 
Farmers 5 27 . 8  8 44 . 4  3 16 . 7  2 11 - 1  
Lay C it i zens 6 2 7 . 3 8 J 6 .  4 3 13 . 6  5 22 . 7  
TOTAL 79 42. 7 5'.3 2 8 . 6  42 2 2 . 7 1 1  5 . 9  
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111e following c omments were from those respondents who 
favored a county-wide district .  
Board � Education 
1 .  The faci lities can be broadened in the lab 
subj ect s  and library. It wil l  be a help 
to the athletic program s .  
C lergY1Den 
1 .  Better coordination and use of resourc es. 
2 .  It would cause problems in getting some areas 
to give up their schools , but education should 
benefit. 
3 ·  More people mean more opportunity tor greater 
number of subj ects.  
Teachers 
1 .  More programs could be offered a t  less c ost.  
2. A new county high school would make existing 
buildings available for use as Ca] junior 
high and expanded elementary serYices.  
, .  I t  would proYide a wider curriculum, more and 
better fac ilities , and a higher c aliber of 
athletic s .  
Businessmen 
1 .  C ounty high school [i s] needed much more than 
a new junior high. 
2 .  Let ' s  examine the possibilities o f  a county 
unit before we commit our taxes to a new 
junior high for Robinson. 
Lay Citi zens 
1.  A county-wide high school would benefit all 
rather than just smaller schools who are un­
able to off er  college bound students all the 
courses they need· It would also allow the 
offering of specialized courses  with suf­
ficient students to warrant the c lasses,  such 
as music theory ( in music field ) to  prepare 
better for college. 
2 .  One complete ,  well laid out school and 
program would utilize state and local money better; the small ones lack the taxable prop­
erty. 
The following comments were from those respondents who 
did not faTor a county-wide school district.  
C ltramen 
1 .  Would give less opportunity i n  sports as 
fewer could qualify. 
Administrators 
1 .  Numbers generate more problems than they 
aolTe· More effective teaching and learning 
take plac e in smaller units where the 
individual can develop. Isn't c rowding one 
of the very severe problems? 
Businessmen 
t .  I t  only kills c ommunity contact in areas 
where schools are c losed and makes more 
expense and increased problems where larger 
schools are required because of the change. 
Lay Citiztns 
Too much busing and smaller schools give 
more personal attention. 
Bifness doesn ' t  mean foodnes s .  
I hlnk each school d strlct has enough 
problems on its own. I c an ' t  see that con­
solidating would solve anything. 
One teacher who was uncertain about a county system 
explained, •Palestin e ,  Oblong, and HutsonTille would be will-
ing to do anything to avoid this ever happening. If it did 
happen , there would be twenty years of hard feelings . "  
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Summary o f  Respon d e nt s '  Opinions Rega rd i ng � N e ed for 
A C ounty-W i d e  Schoo l D i s t ric t .  Ac co rd ing t o  th e respondent s ,  
there was a tend ency f o r  them to l ean t oward favoring a county­
wid e  schoo l s y s t em .  There was n o  m a j o ri t y  d e c i s i o n  but there 
were more who favored it than did n o t .  
Responden t s •  Opi n i on s  Concerning C h o i c e  o f  Increa s i ng 
Taxes 2.!: C u t t i ng School Servi c e s .  Respond ent s i n d i c a t e d  that 
if they were to choo s e  between i n c r e a s i n g  t a x e s  or cu t t inp, 
school s e rv ic e s ,  they wou l d  i n c r e a s e  t a x e s .  On ly a few f e l t  
school s e rv i c e s  shou l d  b e  cut f i r s t . There were over one ­
third o f  the respond e n t s  who were not sure wh i ch cho i c e  they 
wou l d  make. 
A s  noted i n  Tab l e  56 , five groups favored i n c r e a s i n g  
t a x e s  before c u t t i ng school s e rv i c e s .  The s e  groups were 
scho o l  board members , teach e rs , admi n i s t ra t o rs , j u n i o r  high 
paren t s , and h i gh scho o l  paren t s . O v e r  one-third o f  the 
c l e rgym e n ,  bu s i ne s sm e n ,  h igh schoo l s t u d en t 3 , and farmers 
d i d  not know which they woul d  d o .  Two-thirds of t h e  j u n i o r  
high s t u d e n t s  were unsu re . 
T�ALE 56 
R�SPONDF.NTS' OPI�ION5 CONCF.RNINr. CHOICE OF INCPF.A�INr. TAXE S  
O R  CPTTINr. SCHOOL SERVICF.S 
Groups strongly Increase Not Su re cut School S t rongly Cut No Respo nse 
Increase Taxes S e rv i c e s  School 
Taxes SerYices 
Number Numbe r Number Number �umber Number 
P e rcent P e rc en t  Pere en t P e rc en t Perc ent Perc ent 
-
Schoo l Roar<i 2 4 o . o 2 4 0 . 0  0 o .  I') 0 o . o  0 o . o  1 20 - 0  
C l e rg-ymen 3 1 8 . 8 4 2 5 . 0 6 3 7 .  c; 1 6 . 2  0 o . o  2 1 2 · 5 
Teachers 8 2 9 . 6 1 1  4 0 . 7 6 2 2 . 2 1 3 . 7 0 o . o 1 3 . 7  
Admi n i s t ra t o rs 2 2 5 .  0 4 5 0 . 0 2 2 5 .  0 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 
Bu s i n e s smen 1 6 . 7 4 26 . 7  6 L� o .  O 2 13 . 3  0 0 .  () 2 13 . 3  
J .  H. Stud e n t s  1 1 2 .  c; 1 4 . 2 1 6  6 6 . 7 1 4 . 2 0 o . o J 1 2 . 5 
H .  s .  Studen t s  3 1 3 - 0 7 ) <) . (' 1 1  LJ. 7 . 8  1 4 . 3 0 o . o 1 4 . 3  
J.  H. P a re n t s  2 1 5 . 4  g 6 1 .  s 3 23 . 1  0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o 
n .  5 .  Parents 1 7 . 1 6 LJ. 2 . 8 4 2 8 . 6  3 2 1 . LJ.  0 o . o  0 o . o  
Farmers 2 1 1 . 1  3 1 6 . 7 8 44 . 4  1 5 . 6  1 5 . 6 3 1 6 . 7  
Lay C i t i zens 3 11 . 6  4 1 8 . 2 6 2 7 . 3  3 i3 . 6  0 o . o 6 2 7 . 3  
TOTAL )0  1 6 . 2 54 29 · 2 68 3 6 . 8 13 7 . 0  1 0 .  5 1 9  1 0 .  '.3 ;-
\0 
(X) 
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O n e  farmer who was not  sure exp l a i nect , "Land and 
property tax - n o .  Income t a x  - y e s - " 
A lay c l t i �en who b e l i eved � t r o n� ly that taxes should 
be i n c reased � a i d , "Tax Mor e  of th e : • <' o p l e  -- no more taxes 
with pres ent people pay i np . " 
Summary of Respon d e n t s •  Opi n i o n s  C o n c e rn i ne Cho i c e  o f  
Inc reasinR Taxes .Q.!: C u t t i ne Sch o o l  Serv i c e s .  llespond en t s  
favore<l inc reas inP. t a x e s  hefore they wou l d  choose to r. u t  
school servic e s .  !'owev e r ,  one-th ird o f  the responr1 en t s  were 
u n s u re what they wou l d  d o  i f  they h a ' to cho o s e .  
Re spondent s •  Opi n i o n s  Conc e rn i ne the Cutt ing o f  School 
Serv i c e s ·  Th e  fo l l ow:ln� were the schoo l s ervi c e s  wh1. ch the 
respondents would SUP,g e s t  c u t t inP, if sowe s erv i c e s  had to be 
e l imina t e d ·  
Board !!.£ �ducatlon 
1 .  A th l e t i c s  and a�r i c u l ture 
Teachers 
1 .  A l l  e x t ra-curri c u l a r  ac tiv i t i es : band ,  
ath l e t i c s ,  e t c .  
2 .  Ath l e t i c s  - - have �ames with other schoo l �  
o n ly 
3 · Busin.i:>; 
Adm i n i st ra t o rs 
1.  Lunch prop;ram , hus s e rv i c e  
2 .  TI1ose other than the b a s i c  d i s c i p l i n e s  that 
wou ld e l iminate pe rsonn e l .  
Bus i n e s smen 
l .  Too m11ch c l erical h e l p  i s  r eq u ired.  To (]>] 
many � x t ra s  and u n n e c e s s a ry d eman<l s on t a x e s . 
Junior High Parents 
1 .  If necessary , non-curricu lum subjec t s .  
High School Parent s  
1 .  If t emporary , phy s i c a l  education.  
Farmers 
1 .  Special t eachers and late bus 
Lay C i t i zens 
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1 .  Cut down ove rhead on admin i s t rative salarie s ;  
bus service  -- a s  a last resort . 
2 .  Salaries should be  in l ine with oth e rs in 
this a re a ,  i .  e .  not compared to a business 
like Marathon,  etc.  
Summary o f  Respondents •  Opinions Conce rning the Cutting 
of School Service s .  If school services were to  b e  cut , respond-
ents  wou ld favor cutting athlet ic s ,  bus servic e ,  extra-curricu-
lar activities , lunch prop,ram, salarie s ,  agriculture , and 
c lerical help partly or c ompletely from the school program. 
Responden t s •  Opinions C oncerning School Services  !.2, � 
Expanded �/� Added Depending .2!l Tax Increase.  Tile respond-
ent s  made the following sugges t i ons  for the expansion of 
school services or the addi t ion of them if  taxes were to be 
increased . 
Board o f  Education 
� 
1 .  Machine shop , nussian and Chinese  languages ,  
c o l l ege math, and t eacher assi stant s 
2 .  We need a junior high. 
Cl ergymen 
1 .  They need regu lar daily p .  E ·  c lasses in 
the e l ementary school under fu ll  t ime p. E ·  
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instru c t o r s ;  art t eacher ful l  time in grades 
1 and up for scheduled c lasses at l east 
once weekly ; more team t eaching; spec ial 
readinR c lasses and not just " remedial ; "  
t elevi sion for educational programs i n  all 
rooms ; also fu ll  t ime e lementary counselor 
and psychiatri st.  
Teachers 
1. Fac i l i t i e s  to rel i eve overc rowding, im­
proved junior high program 
2 .  P lacement service for graduates not  roing to  
colleP.e , psychology or s oc i o l ogy c lasses 
3 ·  Wider curriculum , new junior high building, 
higher pay for t eachers 
4 .  Handicapped and malad justed programs a s  well 
as other curriculum programs 
5· Handicapped -- mental and physical ; vocational ; 
remedial reading 
6 .  New middl e  school o r  junior high, program for 
the academically gift e d ,  vocat ional services 
7 ·  Slow learner ,  gi fted 
8 .  E l ementary p .  E ·  
9 ·  Elementary guidance 
Adminis t rators 
1 .  Update and upgrade t eaching aids , such as A-V , 
teachinp, machines , resourc e s  and supplements ;  
more trained personn e l  for smaller c lasses , 
spec ial  education and innovation. 
2. Special c lasses for malad justed emotional 
or learning di sabil i t i es 
Junior Hi�h Students 
1 .  School buses 
High School Paren t s  
1 .  A l l  mechanics  from drawing t o  repairs 
Fanners 
1 .  Time s tudy ; full t ime curriculum planning 
cormni t t ee made up of assorted individuals , 
i ·  e .  business , agriculture , industry ,  
t each ing , etc . 
Lay Citi zens 
1 .  More rooms , fewer pupils per room -- which 
would cut down on teacher load so more 
individual help could be giTen. 
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2. Int�a-mural spor t s ,  t rade and c raft c l asses , 
extra courses for the really gifted students 
3 ·  Hire a junior high music teacher. Allow more 
space so industrial art s department can ex­
pand -- also the art department .  
Summary !!.!. Responden t s •  Opinions Concerning School 
Services i2_ � Expanded and/� Added Depending .2!!. .!!!. Increase. 
A number of respondents mentioned they would like to see the 
program for the handicapped students expanded and also the 
program for the gifted students.  Several respondents want ed 
an elementary guidance counse lor hired for the district .  Also, 
respondents wanted full time p .  £ .  instructors and art instruc-
tors for the elementary schoo l s .  A number of respondents also 
felt a new junior high should be built along with expanding 
the junior high program. 
Responden t s •  Opinions Concerning Administrators • 
Salari e s .  Although respondents did not reach a majority 
opinion, more of them agreed that administrators were paid too 
much than felt they were paid the right amount . Only a Tery 
few indicated they were not paid enough. However, as shown 
in Table 5 7 ,  over one-fifth of the respondents had no opinion 
or did not respond . 
Most of the school board members and one-half of the 
administrators stated the admini 9trators were paid the right 
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amount . Junior high students a l s o  leaned toward the same 
opinion. On the other hand , teache rs , businessmen, and jun­
ior high parents indicated by a majority that administrators 
were paid too much. One-ha l f  of the high school parents also 
agre ed.  
TABLE 57 
RESPONDENTS ' OPINIONS CONCERNING ADMINISTRATORS 1 SAI.ARIES 
Groups St ron�ly Paid Too Right Not Paid St rongly No No Response 
Paid Too Much Amount Enough Not Paid Opinion 
Much Enough 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent P e rc ent 
Sch o o l  C\oard 1 20 . 0  0 o . o  4 80 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o 
C l erp;ymen 0 o . o  4 2 5 . 0  5 ') l .  2 1 6 . 2  0 o . o  3 1 8 . 8 3 1 8 . 8 
Teacher! 5 1 8  . .5 10 37 - 0  9 33 . 3  0 o . o  0 o. o 1 3 . 7 2 7 . 4  
Admin i s t rators 0 o . o  0 o . o 4 50 . 0  3 )7 · 5  0 o . o  1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  
Bu sines smen 3 20 . 0  5 33 · 3  4 26 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 13 . 3  1 6 . 7  
J .  H. Students 5 20 . 8  3 12· 5 11 4 5 . 8  0 o . o  0 o . o 4 16 . 7  1 4 . 2  
H. s .  Students 7 10 . 0  2 8. 7 8 3 4 .  8 0 o. o 1 4 . 3 5 .. 2 1 .  7 0 o . o 
J .  H .  Parents 4 3 0 . 8 5 3 8 . 5 4 J0 . 8  0 o . o  0 o. o 0 o. o 0 o . o 
I!. s. Parents 3 2 1 .  4 4 2 8 . 6 4 2 8 . 6 0 o . o 0 o. o 2 14 . J  1 I 7 • 1 
Farmers I •  2 2 . 2 2 1 1 . 1 4 2 2 . 2 1 .5 .  6 1 5 . 6 3 16 . 7  3 16 . 7  
Lay C i t i zens 2 9 . 1 5 2 2 . 7 4 18. 2 0 o . o 0 o . o  6 27 . 3  5 22 . 7  
TOTAL Jl.i. 1 8 - 4  4 0  2 1 . 6 6 1 '.33 · 0 5 2 . 7  2 1 . 1 27 14. 6 16 a . 6 I\) 
0 
� 
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O ne board of education member felt very st rongly the 
admini strators were paid too much "for the work they are 
supposed to do · "  A teacher believed the superintendent was 
paid too much. A hi�h school parent stated , "Too l i t t l e  for 
the work expected ,  but too much for actual work done. " 
Summary of Respondent $ '  Opinions Concerning Administra­
tors ' Salari e s .  More respondents fe l t  the adminis t rators were 
paid too much than that they were paid too l i t t l e .  There were 
some who belieYed the administrators were paid the right 
amount . 
Responden t s •  Opinions Concerning Teachers' Salari e s .  
Responden ts generally f e l t  that teachers were not paid enough. 
Howeve r ,  about the same number of respondents bel i eved teach­
ers were paid the right amount . Only a few indicated they 
were paid too much for the work that they do . One-fifth of 
the respondents did not respond or had no opinion. 
As shown in Table 58, a majority of the c l ergymen , 
bus i nessmen , junior high parent s ,  and farmers said that 
teachers were paid the right amount . The school board , 
high school parents , and lay c i t i r.en s generally agreed with 
them. However, teachers and administrators felt that the 
teachers were not paid enoup,h. 
TABLE 58 
ru:: SPONDENTS ' OPINIONS CONCE RNING TEACHE R S '  SALARIES 
Groups Stronp;ly Paid Too Right Not Paid St rongly No No Response 
Paid Too Much Amount Enough Not Paid Opinion 
Much Enough 
Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Percent Perc ent P e rc ent Percent Percent 
School Board l 20. 0 0 o . o 2 4o . o  0 o . o 1 20. 0 0 o . o 1 20. 0 
C l c r�ymen 0 o . o  0 o . o  9 56 . 2  4 2 5 . 0  0 o . o  2 1 2 . 5 1 6 . 2  
Teachers 0 0 - 0 0 o . o L� 1 4 . 8 10 3 7 · 0 13 4 8 . 1 0 o . o 0 o .. 0 
Admin i s t rators 0 o . o 0 o . o 2 2 5 . 0 3 37 . 5  3 3 7 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Bu sine s smen 0 o . o  0 o . o  8 53 . 3  1 6 . 7 2 1 ) . J 2 13 - 1  2 1 3 . 3 
J .  H .  studen t s  2 R . 3  2 8 - 3  9 37 . 5  4 16 . 7  0 o . o  5 2 0 - 8 2 8 . J 
� - s .  Studen t s  0 o . o  1 4 . 3  A 3LJ. . 8  4 17 . 4  4 1 7 . 4  6 26 . 1  0 o . o  
J .  � Paren t s 2 1 5 - 4  3 23 . 1  6 46 . 2  2 1 5 - 4  0 o. o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
H .  S ·  Parents 0 o . o 3 2 1 . 4  6 42 . 8  0 Q . O 1 7 . 1  1 7 . 1 3 2 1 . 4  
Farmers 0 o . o  1 5 . 6  9 50 . 0  3 16 . 7  0 o . o 3 16 . 7  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i zens 1 h . 5 2 9 . 1 9 4 0 . 9 2 9 . 1 1 4 . 5  J 1 3 . 6  4 1 8 . 2 
TOTAL 6 3 . 2  12 6 . 5 72 3 8 . 9  33 1 7 . 8 2 5  1 3 . 5 22 1 1 . 9  1 5  8 . 1 
N 
0 
0\ 
207 
Two responden t s  wh o  did not ans,�er the question 
offered the f o l l owing explana t i o n s .  
Board o f  Educat ion 
1 .  I f e e l  that t eache rs should be paid by 
abi lity rather than hv degree h e ld o r  l ength 
of servi c e .  
High School P a rents 
1 .  \Yhen the merit sys tern was d ropped in favor 
of lonrevity and teacher ' s  t raining ,  the 
quality of instruction also dropped . I t  i s  
my opinion that it i s  imma t e r i a l  education 
when they are teachinP, kindergarten th rough 
ei�hth �rad e .  Some people c o u ld P,O t o  school 
for twenty years and s t i l l  never learn to 
teach schoo 1 .  
Summary of nespondent s •  Opinions Conc erning Teachers ' 
Salar i e s .  C l o s e  t o  the same numbe r  of respondents beli eved 
that t eachers were not naid enouP,h a s  believed they were paid 
the ri�ht amount . Only a few f e l t  they were paid too much. 
Respondent s •  Opi ni ons Conce rning Amount of Money 
Student s Need for Scho o l .  A c c o rding t o  the resu l t s  shown in 
Table 5 9 ,  a few more respondents b e l ieved i t  took too much 
money for student s t o  take part fu l ly in sch o o l  l ife than 
indic a t ed i t  took the right amount . Howeve r ,  one-fourth of 
the respondent s did not respond. 
AmonR the groups , the school board memb e rs and junior 
hi P,h parents felt it t ook too much money for a student to 
take part fully in school l i f e .  The c le rgymen and junio r  
high students t ended t o  agree with them. The admini s t rator s ,  
high school student s ,  and high school parents said it took 
about the right amount of money for students to take part. 
208 
TABLE .59 
nr. SPO:NDR"�TS 1 OPINIONS ABOUT AMOUNT O F  '!-fOl\TF.Y l\fl\F.T)EU BY STUDENTS 
TO PA1l'J'ICIPATE I� SCHOOL LIFE 
Groups Alt o�ether Far Too ! luch Right Amount No Opinion No Response 
Too Much 
Nunber Number Numbe r  Number Number 
Percent P e rc ent Percent Percent Percent 
S c h o o l  'loar<i. 2 Ii O .  0 1 20 . 0  1 20 . 0  0 o . o 1 2 0 . 0 
C l e n�ymen l 6 . 2  6 J 7 .  i:; 5 J l .  2 3 1 8 . 8 1 6 . 2 
Teacl1 e r s  .5 1 8 - 5 3 1 1 . 1  9 3 3 . 3  1 0  3 7 . 0 0 o . o  
Adm i n i s t ra t o r s  0 o . o  1 1 2 .  s 5 6 2 . 5 2 2 5 . 0  0 o . o 
Bu s i n e s smen 1 6 . 7  14 26 . 7  5 3 3 . 3  3 2 0 . 0 2 13 . 3  
J .  F - Students 7 29 - 2  3 1 2 . 5 6 2 c; .  0 7 29 - 2  1 4 . 2  
H S · Studen t s  � 1 J .  () 5 2 1 . 7 1 1  47 . 8  4 1 7  . 1.i  0 o . o  
J H .  Parent s  0 o . o  � 6 1  i:; 5 3 8 .  ') 0 o . o 0 o . o 
H .  s .  ParP.n t s  5 3 5 . 7 1 7 . 1 7 5 0 . 0  0 o . o 1 7 . 1  
Fanners 3 1 6 . 7 5 27 . 8  i� 2 2 - 2 4 22 . 2  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i ze n s  3 13 . 6  7 3 1 . 8 5 22 . 7  2 9 . 1  5 2 2 . 7 
TOTAL 3 0  1 6 . 2  1-J,4 2 3 . 8  63 3 4 . 1 3 5 1 8 . 9 1 3  7 . 0  
N 
0 
\0 
2 1 0  
� l thou�h a h i Rh s c h o o l  s t u d e n t  s a i d  J l  t o ok t o o  mu ch 
money , h e  a l s o  a d d e d , " bu t  1 kn ow t h at '#hat we pay for i sn • t  
the fu l l  amount n e erled . tt 
Summary .o f Re spon rl� ' Opi n i · )-� �- �onc e rn� Amount of 
Money S t u d e n t s  N e e d  !.2!:. S<:hoo l .  The 1��· !-> oo n rl en t s  we re a l most 
d i v i d ed betwe en i nd i c a t i nt7 i. t  took too m11ch money and it t.ook 
about t h e  right amount of money for s t ud en t s  to take pa rt 
fu l l y  i n  s c ho o l  l i f e .  ,f\i n i o r  h i P.'h s t u d e n t s  an d pa ren t �  �p:reed 
with o n e  ano th e r , wh i l e  h i P,h s ch oo l s t u<1 e nts and p;, r e n t s  a l s o 
agre ed vi t h  one a n o t h e r .  
SUM�A. RY · l'lesponr1 P n t s  showed a remark abl e c o n s i s t ency 
in the i r  support for a n�w j un i o r  h i p,h s c h o o l  and hond r e f e r­
endum and t he i r a c t ua l vo t i n R  for th e r e f e rendum i n  M a rc h ,  
197 1 .  This support was a l so shown by the r e s p o n d ent s •  d ec i s i o n  
t o  i nc r e a s e  tax e s r a t h e r  t h a n  c u t  s c h o o l  s e rv i c e s  i f  th e re were 
a n eed to do one of the t wo . They w e re aF,� i n st c u r t a i l i ng 
s c h o o l  s e rv 1 c e s  • The re spon<i en t 5 showed a r. on c ern f o r  eco-
n o m i c  s a v i nP, s  by favor.l n1� a c o u n t y -w i rt P  schoo l <l i st rj c t .  Bu t 
they s e emed t o  b e l i ev� t h e money n P ed ed t o  run the schoo l s  
shou l d  come from t a x es rather than out-o f-hand e x p ens e money 
becau s e  they s a i rt i t  c o s t s  too rr.uch monev for a s t u rl e n t  to 
part i c i pa t e  fu l l y  in � c h o o l  li t•e or about t h e  r i ph t  amount 0f 
money . 
As f a r  a s  s a l a r l � � w e r e  c o nr e rn A d 9 a r a t i o  o f  4 : 3  he­
l i ev e d  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s  i. •· r e  p a i <i t oo mur.li :t nstead of· the riF,ht 
2 1 1  
amount .  Also,  4 : 1  ratio said administrators were paid too 
much as against t eachers beinp, paid too much. A 1 0 : 1  ratio 
indicated teachers were not paid enough as opposed to admin­
ist rators not paid enouph. 
Rr. SPONDENTS ' OPI".'JI ONS CONCE R·• r:r. CUllTlICULtn.i IN TITE 
SCHOOL DI STRICT. Since the c i t i zens of Robinson Community 
Unit nistrict �2 were c on s idering the const ruction of a new 
junior high school and they had recently bui lt a new e lemen­
tary schoo l ( Washington Schoo l ,  1966-67 ) besides finding that 
a junior c o l l ege ( Lincoln Trail C o l l eP.e ) had located in their 
midst , curricu lum had again become a topic of conYersation in 
the distric t .  Some of the hiF,h school departments had been 
expanding the offerings of their respect ive departments ( for 
example ,  biology and Enelish)  and a new program was explored 
in the junior high, the core program which c ombined the study 
of English and soc ial  studie s .  The unit ' s  curriculum committee 
was also c onsiderinp, other new program s ,  for examp l e ,  physical 
education in the e l ementary school to be tauP,ht by a physical 
education t eacher.  Therefore, que stions about curriculum 
were inc luded in the questionnaire. 
Respondents•  Opinions C oncerning h'hether the Grade 
Schoo l s '  Curriculum Meets Students • Needs .  Close  to one-half 
of the respondents indicated the grade schoo l s '  curriculum 
did meet the needs of the stud en t s .  About one-fourth said 
it did not . There was a large number of respondents who 
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d i d  not know o r  d i d  n o t  answer t h e  q u e s t i on .  
According t o  Tab l e  6 0 ,  the j u n i o r  high s t u d en t s , jun-
i o r  h i gh paren t s ,  and high sch o o l  parents be l i eved the curric­
u lum d i d  meet t h e  needs o f  the s t ud en t s . llowe v e r ,  the school 
board, admini s t ra t o r s , and t e ac h e r s  f e l t  i t  d i d  n o t .  P o s s i b l e  
r e a s o n s  f o r  t h e  d i s s a t i sfac t i on i n d i c a t e d  by t h e s e  three 
eroups were that the r e  had been c on s i d e ra b l e  d i sc u s s i o n con­
c e rning the n e ed for fu l l  t im e  phy s i c al educ a t ion t e achers in 
the grade schoo l s  and a n e ed t o  expand the spec i a l  education 
program i n  the grade schoo l s .  
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TA9LE 60 
ff?. SPONDENTS' OPINIONS CO!WP. RNING �vr-mTH� � THF. CT RA DB SCHOOLS • 
cumucuury JF -.;;TS ST1J'1SNT S '  NEEDS 
Groups Yes !\o no Not Know No Response 
Number Number Number Number 
P e rc en t  P e rc en t  Perc ent Percent 
School Board 2 4o . o  3 6 0 . 0 0 o . o 0 o . o  
C l e rgymen 7 43 . A 1 6 . 2  6 37 . 5 2 1 2 . 5 
Teachers 8 29 . 6  13 l1-8. 1 5 1 8 . 5 1 3 . 7  
Admin i s t rators 3 3 7 .  5 4 50 . 0  1 1 2 - 5 0 o . o  
Bu s inessmen 6 IJ,O . O 4, 26 . 7  4 26 . 7  1 6 . 7 
J ,  H .  Students 14 5 8 .  3 9 3 7 .  5 1 4 . 2 0 o . o  
H .  5 .  Student s 9 3 9 ·  1 .5 2 1 . 7  9 39 . 1  0 o . o 
J .  H.  Parents 7 53 . 8 3 2 3 . 1 3 23 . 1  0 o . o 
H .  s .  Parents 1 0  7 1 . !J- 2 1 4 .  3 2 14 . 3  0 o . o 
Farmers 8 44.  Ii 2 1 1 . 1 5 2 7 . 8 3 16 . 7  
Lay C it i zens  8 3 6 .  L� 3 lJ . 6  8 36 . 4  3 lJ . 6  
TOTAL 82 44. J 49 26 . 5  44 2:3 - 8  1 0  5 . 4  
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A l though one high s c h o o l  parent suppo rt e d  t h e  c u r r i c -
u l um , h e  added , " G e t  r i d  o f'  the n ew math . When our students 
go to c o l l eae , they a r e  l o s t . "  
Summary of Respon n e n t s •  Opi n i o ns C o n c e rn i ng Whether the 
Grade Scho o l s '  C u rr ic u l um M e e t s  S t u d e ;  t s '  N e e d s .  Whi l e  c l o s e  
t o  one-half o f'  t h e  respondents s a i d  the � r a � e  schoo l s '  c u r r i c -
u l um d i d  m e e t  the student s •  n e e d s ,  one-fourth s a i d  i t  � i d  not . 
Prima r i ly s c h o o l  board � e �bers , admini s t ra t o rs , and t e achers 
said th e l a t t e r .  
Respond en t s •  Opi n i on s  C o n c e r n i n� Wh e t h e r  t h e  Junior 
High Curricu lum M e e t s  S t u d en t s '  N e ed s .  There was n o t  a major-
i t y  opinion a l thou�h M O � e  respond e n t s  be l i eved the j u n i o r  high 
c u r r i c u lum d i n  � e e t  the n e e d s  of the s t u d ent s than s a i d  it did 
n o t - Howeve r ,  one-third of t h e  respondents i n d i c a t ed i t  did 
n o t  meet t h e  student s •  n e e d s .  Onc e a�ain there were q u i t e  a 
f e w  who d i d  n o t  know or d i d  n o t  respond. 
A s  n o t ed in Table 6 1 ,  the c l e rF,yme n ,  i u n i o r  h i F,h stu-
d en t s ,  j u n i o r  h i gh paren t s ,  and hi P.h s ch o o l  naren t s  b e l i eved 
it d i d  m e e t  the n e e d s  o f'  the s t u d e n t s .  O n  t h e  o t h e r  hand , 
the board membe rs , t e a c h e rs , ad�i n i s t r a t o rs , and h i gh school 
s t u d e n t s  f e l t  i t  d i d  not m e e t  � t u d e n t s •  n A e d s . P o s s i b l e  
reasons f o r  t h i s  d i s s a t j sfac t i o n  were that j u n i o r  hi�h stu-
d e n t s  miRht h e  in the wronP. bu i l d i n �  when e l ec t i ve s  were 
offered ( th e s e  were o r f e red in the h i P.h s c h o o l  bu i ld inp, 90 
t h a t  if' a s t u d en t  werP in the J e ff e r s o n  bu i l din� a t  t h i s  t im e  
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he would have to do without ) and that the s e  students lack an 
identity of their own. 
TA'C3LE 61 
RE SPONDENT S '  OPINIONS CONCf.RNINlr 'YTTF rrrnR THF. JUNIOR HIGH 
CURRIC ULUM �fl='.ETS STUDENTS ' �n;: F.DS 
r, roups Yes No Do Not Know No Response 
lfumber Number Number Numb-.r 
Perc ent Percent Perc ent Percent 
School Board 2 4o . o  3 60 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  
C lergymen 9 56.  2 1 6 - 2  4 2 5 . 0  2 12. 5 
Teachers 3 1 1 . 1 14 5 1 . 8  9 33. 3 1 3 . 7  
Admin i strators 2 2 ') .  0 5 6 2 . 5 1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  
Businessmen 6 4o . o  5 33. 3 3 20 . 0  1 6 . 7  
J. H .  Students 14 58. 3 10 41 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Students 10 43. 5 1 1  47 . 8  2 8 . 7  0 o. o 
J. H .  Parents 10 76 . 9  '.3 23 . 1 0 o . o  0 o . o  
H - s .  Parents 1 0  7 1 . 4  2 14. 3 2 14 . 3  0 o . o 
Farmers 5 27 . 8  5 27 . 8  5 27 . 8  3 16 . 7  
Lay C it i zens 8 36 . 4  3 1 3 . 6 8 '.}6 . 4 3 13- 6 
TOTAL 79 42 . 7 62 33 . 5  '.37 1 8 . 7 10 5 . 4  
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The following respondents believed the curriculum did 
not meet the needs . 
Junior High Parents 
1 .  I believe girls shou ld be taught the basic 
home economic s ,  such as sewing on buttons , 
patching, sewing machine operation, and 
basic meal preparation. Boys should be 
given some shop training, such as how to 
drive a nai l ,  saw a board, e t c .  All stu­
dents need basic typing. 
Lay C iti zens 
1 .  I still do not like separating "smart and 
dumb" kids too disc riminatory. 
Summary !!. Respondents '  Opinions Concerning Whether 
!h! Junior High Curriculum �eets Students ' Needs .  Of the 
respondents who made a definite decision, the feeling was 
that the curriculum did meet the needs of the students. How-
ever, the board , administrators , teachers, and high school 
students did not believe it did meet the •tudent s •  needs. 
Respondents •  Opinions Concerning Whether !!!.!_ H igh 
School Curriculum Meets Students'  Needs .  Not quite half of 
the respondents believed the high school curriculum did meet 
the student s •  needs.  Close to  the same number said it did 
not as said they did not know or did not answer. 
As shown in Table 6 2 ,  the c lergymen , high school stu-
den t s ,  junior high parents ,  and one-hal� or the high school 
parents and lay citi zens felt the curriculum did meet the 
student s '  needs. Once again the school board and administrators 
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said i t  did not . Teachers t ended t o  agree with the board 
and admini s t rat o r s .  
TA ALE 6 2  
RF.SPONDBNT S '  OPINIONS CONCE'RNINr.. WtfJ':'TRE'R TIU: Hir..H SCHOOL 
CPRRICUJJ M '-fF.lITS 'iTUDE�TTS ' N�F.DS 
r..roups Yes No Do Not Know No nesponse 
Number Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Perc ent P erc en t 
School Aoard 2 4o . o  J 6 0 - 0  0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l e rgymen 9 5 6 .  2 1 6 . 2  4 2 5 .  0 2 1 2 .  I) 
Teachers 10 3 7 - 0 1 2  44 . 4  5 1 8 . 5 0 o . o  
Admini strators 2 2 5 .  0 5 6 2 . 5 1 12 . 5  0 o . o 
Bus in e s smen 6 4 o . o 6 4 o . o 2 13 . 3  1 6 . 7 
J .  JI. Students 7 29 . 2  7 29 . 2  10 4 1 . 7  0 o . o  
H .  s .  'ituden t s  1 2  52 . 2  7 3 0 . 0 J 1 3 . 0 1 4 . 3  
J .  H ·  Parent s  9 69 . 2  2 1 5 . 4  2 1 5 . 4  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parents 7 .50- 0 J 21 - 4  4 28. 6 0 o . o 
Fanners 7 38 . 9  6 3 3 . 3 3 16 . 7  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i zens 1 1  50 . 0  2 9 - 1 6 27 . 3  3 13 . 6  
TOTAL 82 4 4 . J 54 29 . 2  4 0  2 1 .  6 9 4 . 9  
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Tile followinR comment was from a respondent who felt 
the curricu lum did meet the needs of the students. 
Lay C it i zens 
1 .  Usual l y , �tt we need �ore craft c la s s e s  with 
a �ood d i sc iplinarian a s  j�h� teacher with 
grades �iven on work achieved. 
The fol l owin� c omment was from a respondent who said 
the curricu lum did not meet the stud�nts ' n e e d s .  
Farmers 
1 .  A definite n e ed in foreign languages i s  
apparent , for examp l e , Russian was d ropped 
last year. 
Sununary 2.£. Responden t s •  Opinions Conc e rning 1fhether 
� H igh School Curricu lum Meets Studen t s •  Needs.  nie 
respondents generally felt the high school curri c u lum did 
meet the needs of the studen t s .  However , the board , admin-
istra to r s ,  and teachers said it d id not . Two respond-
ents had suggestions for the hir.h school curriculum. One 
said there was a need for foreiRn lanr:-ua,�es and the other 
said there should be more c raft c la s s e s .  
Respondents ' Opinions Conc erning Need to Direct 
Scho o l s '  Program Toward � Spe c i fic !ype of Studen t .  Over 
a majority of the respondents said the pro�ram should not be 
d irected toward a spe c i f i c  type of student . Almost one- third 
be l i eved it shou l d .  A s  evident in Tab l e  63 , only the business-
men beli eved it shoulrl he dire c t f>d toward a speci:fic type of 
student. The school bo�rd , c l e r�ymen, teachers , administrators , 
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junior h igh paren t s ,  high school paren t s ,  fanners 1 and lay 
citi zens a l l  had oTer a majority that believed the program 
shou ld n o t .  
TABLE 6 3  
RESPONDENTS ' OPINIONS CONCERNING NEED TO DIRECT THE SCHOOLS' 
PROGRAJ.1 TOWARD A SPECIFIC TYPF. OF STUDENT 
Groups Yes 
Number 
Percent 
School Board 1 
C lergymen 
Teachers 9 
Administrators 2 
Businessmen 8 
J .  H .  Students 1 0  
R. s .  Students 9 
J .  H. Parents 4 
H. s .  Parents 0 
Farmers 5 
Lay C i t i zens 
TOTAL 
6 
57 
20. 0 
1 8 . 8 
2 5 . 0 
53 . 3  
41 . 7  
39. 1 
30 . a  
o . o  
27 . 8  
27 . 3  
3 0 . 8 
No 
Number 
Percent 
4 
9 
18 
6 
4 
8 
10 
8 
1 2  
1 1  
1 2  
102 
80 . 0  
56 . 2  
66 . 7  
7 5 . 0 
26. 7 
33 . 3  
43 . 5 
6 1 .  5 
8 5 .  7 
61 . 1  
54. 5 
5 5 . 1  
Do Not Know 
Number 
Perc ent 
0 o . o  
2 12. 5 
0 o . o  
0 o . o  
2 1 3 .  '.'3 
5 20. 8 
2 8 . 7 
1 7 . 7  
2 14 - 3  
2 1 1 . 1  
1 4 . 5 
15 8 . 1 
No Response 
Number 
Percent 
0 o . o 
2 12. 5 
0 o . o  
0 o . o 
1 6 . 7  
1 4. 2 
2 8.  7 
0 o . o 
0 o . o  
0 o . o 
3 13 . 6  
1 1  5. 9 
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'nle following comments were from those respondents who 
felt the schools should not direc·t their program to  a specific 
type of student. 
Teachers 
1 .  They should be able t o  meet each child' s  
need with a variety of programs.  
High School Students 
1 .  When students are placed i n  special c lasse s ,  
they sometimes resent it.  
High School Parents 
1 .  I think too much emphasis i s  put on this 
type of instruction. Only the ones who have 
learning disabilities and who are socially 
maladjusted should be segregated· 
Lay C iti zens 
1 .  Everyone needs schooling but not the same 
type and not all are college material. 
Summary .2f. Respondent s •  Opinions Concerning Need !!!, 
Direct Schools'  Pro,ram Toward a Specific !ype � Student. 
Respondents believed the schools should no t direct their 
program toward a specific type of student. The extra c omments 
by those who agreed with the majority of respondents were pri-
marily concerned with the district providing an education for 
all students and not just for spec ific types of students. 
However,  one high school student said that students resent 
being placed in special classes sometimes. 
Specific !ypes o� Students Toward Whom Programs 
Should � Direc ted. J f  the district were to  direct its 
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program toward specific types of students ,  the respondents 
�elt the �ollowing should be dealt with in this order: 1 )  
very s low learners ; 2 )  physically handicapped; 3 ) academically 
gifted; 4 )  vocational student ; 5 )  lea rning disabilities ; and 
6 ) other types. As noted in Table 64 ,  over three fourths of 
the respondents felt the very s low learners should receive 
first consideration of all of the different types mentioned· 
TABLR 64 
SPECIFIC TYPES OF S'ruDENTS TO\fARD WHOM PROGRAMS 
SHOULD BE DIRECTED 
Type of Student Yes No Response 
Number Number 
Percent Percent 
Very Slow Learner• 44 7 7 . 2 13 22. 8 
Physically Handicapped 41 7 1 . 9 16 2 a . 1 
Ac ademically Gifted 39 68 . 4 18 3 1 . 6 
Vocational Student 37 64 . 9  20 3 5 . 1  
Learning Disabilities 34 59 ·  6 23 4o . 4 
Socially Maladjusted 30 5 2 . 6 27 47 . 4 
Other 2 3 . 5 5 5  96 . 5  
2 2 2  
Sunnnary � Specific Types of Students Toward Whom 
Programs Should � Directed. If specific types of students 
were to receive the attention of the school program, the 
respondents felt that the very slow learners , physically 
handicapped , and academically gifted should receive priori­
ties .  
Respondents•  Opinions Concentin� Need !.!!.!. College 
Bound and/� Vocational Subjects . Almost three-fourths of 
the respondents believed both should be stressed· About the 
same number said college bound subjects shou ld be stressed 
as indicated vocational subj ects should. Both were mentioned 
by only a few respondent s .  According t o  Table 6 5 ,  every 
group except the junior high students had a majority that 
believed both subj ects should be stres sed. 
TABLF. 6 5 
RESPONDENTS ' OPINIONS CONCERNING NEED FOR COLLEGE BOUND AND/OR VOCATIONAL SUBJF,CTS 
Groups C o llege Bound Vocational f1oth Do Not Know Other No Response 
Sub j ec t s  
Number Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent P e rc ent Perc ent Percent Percent P e rc ent 
School Board 0 o . o  0 o . o  5 1 00 . 0  0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  
C lergymen 0 o . o  0 o . o 1 4  87 . 5  0 o . o 0 o . o 2 1 2 .  5 
Teachers 1 3 .  7 2 7 . 4  23 8 5 .  2 0 o . o 0 o . o  1 3 . 7  
Administrators 0 o . o 0 o . o  8 1 00 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 
Businessmen 1 6 . 7 2 1 3 - 3  1 1  7 3 . 3 0 o . o  0 o . o 1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  Students 5 20. 8 4 16 . 7  8 33 . 3  5 20 . 8  0 f) .  0 2 8 . 3  
H. s .  Students 1 4 . '.3 2 8 . 7 1 7  7 3 .  9 '.3 lJ . O  0 o . o  0 o . o  
J.  H .  Parents 1 7 . 7  1 7 . 7  1 1  84 . 6  0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o 
H .  5 .  Parents 2 1 4 .  '.3 0 o . o  10 7 1 . 4  2 1 4 .  '.3 0 o . o 0 o . o 
Farmers 1 5 . 6  2 1 1 . 1  1 2  6 6 . 7 0 o . o 1 5 . 6  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C it i Mms 1 4 , 5 2 9 . 1 1 5  68 . 2  1 4 .  c; 0 o . o '.3 13 . 6  
TOTAL l '.3  7 . 0 1 5  8 . 1 134 72 . 4  1 1  5 . 9  1 0 . 5 1 1  5 . 9  
N 
N 
....., 
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Summary of Respondents '  Opinions Conc erning Need f2!: 
College Bound and/� Vocational Subject s .  The respondents 
definitely beli eved both types of aubjects should be stressed. 
Only a few believed only one or the other should be emphasized .  
Respondent s '  Opinions Concernine !!:!.!!. Parts of !.!:!.! 
Curriculum 'Mlat Need �1ore Attention. C lose to a majority of 
the respondents would give more attention to reading if they 
were to make reconnnendations to the district .  As shown in 
Table 6 6 ,  after readinR the respondents would like to see more 
attention given to the fol lowin� fou r in thi s  order:  more 
emphas i s  on teaching children to get along with other s ;  more 
attention to the probl�ms of city, stat e ,  and national govern­
ment ; more attention to  the problems of family life;  and more 
study of how to use money wisely. A few respondents marked 
the "other" category with the followinR su�P.estion s :  Christian 
ethic s ,  hazards o� narcotic s ,  patriotism, basic economic s ,  
languages , and grammar an<l c omposition. 
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TABLE 66 
PARTS OF CU RRICULUM WHICH NEED MORE ATTENTION 
Attention Y e s  No No 
Response 
Number Number Number 
Percent Percent Perc ent 
More attention to reading 87 47 . 0  98 5'.3·  0 0 o. o 
�!ore emphas i s on teaching chi ldren 
to �et a long with others 82 44. '.3 102 5 .5 ·  l 1 o . 6 
More attention t o  the problems o f  
c i t y ,  s t a t e  and nationa l gov ' t  81 4'.). 8 1 0 2  5 5 . 1 2 1 . 1  
More at t en tion to the prob lems of 
family life 79 4 2 . 7 1 0 5  56 . 8  1 o .  5 
More s tudy of' how to use money 
wisely 76 4 1 . 1  108 58. 4 1 0. 5 
More chanc e s  for a l l  children to 
l e a rn spo r t s  and recreational 
ac t iv i t i e s 64 '.) 4 .  6 121 6 5 . 4 0 o . o 
More att ent ion to s e x  education 4 5  24 . 3  1 3 8  7 4 . 6 2 1 . 1 
More attention t o  public and 
social speakin� 4 5 24 . 3  140 7 .5 ·  7 0 o . o 
More attention t o  arithmetic LL2 2 2 . 7 142 7 6 . 8 1 o .  5 
More study of propaP,anda methods 31.J. 1 8 . 4 1 5 1  81 . 6  0 o . o 
More art educati on 26 14 . 1  1 59 8 5 . 9 0 o . o 
More mu s ic education 23 1 2 .  LJ. 162 87 . 6  0 o . o  
Other 111- 7 . 6  1 7 1  9 2 . IJ. 0 o . o  
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Several responden t s  made the fo l lowing c omments about 
giving more or less attent ion to s ex education. 
C lergymen 
1 .  School i s  �OT the place for sex educ ation. 
Teachers 
1 .  More a t t en t ion to sex educ ation is needed 
very bad ly. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  There shou ld be l e s s  attention t o  s e x  
educ ation. 
Bu s ine ssmen 
1 .  More a t t ent ion to sex education but basic 
and not mechanical detai l s .  
Summary of Respondent s '  Opin ions Concerning the Parts 
of !!:!2. Curricu lum That N e ed More Attention .  The respondents 
beli eved the fol lowing five things should be given more at ten-
tion by t'nit :f! 2  scho o l s :  more attent ion to reading; more 
emphas i s  on teachin� chi ldren how to �et along with other s ;  
More a t t ent i on to the problems o f  c i t y ,  stat e ,  and national 
government ; more at tent i on to the problems of family l i f e ;  
and more study o f  how to u s e  money wi s e l y .  The only i tem 
to cause comment was whether t o  v.ive more attention to sex 
education.  A c lereyman and a junior hi�h student fe lt there 
should be less or no attent ion :iven t o  i t .  A t e acher and a 
bu si nessman be l i eved j t  should receive more att ent ion. 
Respondent s '  0pi n i on s Conce rning Programs or Services 
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� � Added !2, l!!,! P resen t Program. Tile f o l lowing suggestions 
were made by the respondent s .  
Board � Education 
1.  Additional P. E ·  and spec i a l  education 
2 .  Elementary P. E ·  
3 · Team t eaching in the e l ementary and a broader 
s o c i a l  s c i en c e  program 
C l e rgymen 
1 .  Along with evolut ion the creation acc o rd i ng 
t o  Gene s i s  should be taught . 
Teachers 
1 .  p .  s .  i n s t ru c t o r s  
2 .  F.xpand ed pro�ram for the hand icapped 
3 .  Fu l l  t ime school psycho logi s t ,  public rela­
tions person , independent study , instruc tional 
resource center ( includes audio-visual aids ) 
4 .  Remed i a l reading , t eacher ' s  aides 
5.  A junior high e l ec t ive prog ram : art , mu sic , 
foreign lan�uage , home economi c s ,  and shop. 
Space i s  n e eded more than anything. 
6 .  Reme d i a l  spe l l i ng and spec i a l  c lasses for the 
maladjusted 
7· Sc i enc e  t eacher for elementary sc ho o l  and an 
art teacher for all elementary grades 
8.  More sc ienc e and math 
9 ·  Family l i f e  c l a s s  for one semester 
1 0 .  Indu s t ri a l  arts o r  vocational programs ex­
panded 
1 1 .  Fre e pep bu ses t o  out-of-town games 
1 2 .  Indust ri a l arts for g i r l s  and home economics 
for boys 
Admi n i strators 
1 .  Indu s t ri a l  arts i n  j u n i o r  high 
2 .  Help f o r  the e�o t iona l ly malad j u s t ed and 
teacher aides or_, better I!!,, more pro fessional 
teachers to work with the same number --
1 5 :  l ra t i o . 
3 ·  E l emen ta ry P.Uidance 
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Bu sinessmen 
1 .  More techn i c a l  courses , such as repairing 
applianc e s ,  autos , radi os , etc . (manual work) 
Junior High Students 
1 .  More c l a s s  trips ( a l l  P,rad es ) and c lass play 
2. More sport a c t iv i t i e s  
3 ·  More cheerleaders 
4 .  Danc in� 
High School Students 
1 .  Problems of family l i f e  
2 .  ReliRious proRrams 
3 .  student lounge o r  c ivic c en t e r  f o r  the students 
4 .  11e need somethinR to show students that they 
need Chri s t , such a �  the v .  1 .  p .  pro�ram 
( Vi c t o ry in Pray e r )  
5 ·  More l i fe sc ience and medic a l  c ou rs e s  
6 .  More vari ety i n  the mathema t ic s ,  an enlarged 
dept . and more variety in the h i s t o ry dept . ,  
soc i a l  science study ( p sycho logy, s o c i o logy ,  
etc . ) ,  another �uidance c ou n s e l o r  
7 •  A course on the problems of o u r  c i t y  and we 
c ou l d  �et a c omm i t t e e  t o  c l ean-up. 
Junior Hieh Parents 
1 .  Some basic home economics and shop c rafts in 
5, 6 ,  7 ,  and 8th erad e s ;  basic typing in 7th 
and 8th grades 
High School Parents 
1 .  Free lunches 
2 .  A piano l e ssons program with prac t i c e  room s ,  
with each student t o  proRress at hi s own pace 
and not expected to keep up with !iii� fast­
e s t  l e arners . No marks . Jus t  c redit for 
a t t ending. Let them l e a rn tunes rip,ht away 
and wait t o  t e ach s c a l e s  and techniques fo r 
student s who s t ay i n t e r e s t ed in the program. 
I t  i s  unr e a l i s t i c  moneywi se but poor kids 
would have a chance to learn even though they 
c a n ' t  afford pianos .  
Farmers 
1 .  More s e rv i c e s  for the s oc ia l l y  malad justed 
Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  More spo rts in the lnwer grades and hand 
offered earl i e r  
2 .  B e t t e r  c o l l ege math prepa rat ion -- higher 
math e a r l i e r  
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3 .  Resume school buses for a l l  s t udents out side 
the � m i l e  l imit 
4. Mu sic t eacher for jun i o r  high 
Respondent s •  Opinions Conce rnine Programs or S e rvices 
� Be Dropped from Present Program. 
were made by the respondent s .  
Board of Education 
1 .  Agri c u l ture 
2. Activity periods 
C lergymen 
The fo l lowinP. sugge st ions 
1. Lunch program and t ransportation -- scho o l s  
should be for the purpose o f  educ ating mind s ,  
not hov t o  get there o r  t o  feed phy s i c a l  
bod i e s .  The s e  responsibi l i t i e s  l i e  e l se­
where. 
2 .  Sex educ a t i on 
Teachers 
1. Junior h i gh football 
2 .  Tilere are t o o  many c lubs and organi zations.  
3 ·  Faculty meetings before sch o o l  and t eachers 
u s ed for h a l l  dut i e s  and study h a l l  personnel 
Admin i s t rators 
1 .  Home economics 
2. Re-eva luat e  the so-c a l l ed enriched c la s s e s  
Junior H igh Students 
1 .  Math c la s s  
2 .  S c i en c e  
High School Students 
1 .  p .  F. . 
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2 .  The idea of two years of history -- one i s  
enou�h · 
3 ·  Enriched c lasses a r e  okay for those who want 
to be i n  them and can make the grades but 
no one should be forr.ed t o  be in them and 
thi s i s  how our guidance counselors seem to 
think. 
4 .  Instead of plain "physical educat ion , "  I 
wou ld like to be able to choose what sports 
or ac t i v i t i e s  I would be engaged in in that 
c la s s  in that semester or year. 
High School Parents 
1 .  Driver educ ation, speech correction 
2 .  Guidance counselor -- give the counselors 
more to do in place of drinking coffee all 
day 
3 .  No marks for p .  E . , instead give c redit for 
att endinP. and good behavior 
Source !?!. Leadership f.2£ Unit '� Educational Programs 
� Expressed � Responden t s - According t o  Table 6 7 ,  c o l l eges 
and univers i t i e s  and their educational staffs should be the 
first source for providing leadership for the unit ' s  educa-
tional program s .  The respondents felt parents should be the 
next sourc e .  students composed the third source and they were 
fo l l owed by the school board and then the teachers and admin-
i s t rators. 
It should be not ed that there was an inconsistency 
in the method of ranking. Some respondents wrote one , two ,  
three ,  etc . , but others u sed several one ' s  and two ' s  and 
thre e ' s ·  Consequently , the reliability o f  the ranking was 
very questionable. 
TABLF: 67 
SOURCF. OF. LF.ADF.'1SHIP FOR UNIT'S F.DUCATIONAL pnor.'lAM 
Groups Students Pe rents School Teachers end Colleges and 
Ooard Administrators Universities 
Renk Rank Rank Rank Rank 
Number Number Number Number Number 
School Board l ·  - 0 l ·  - 0 1 .  - 0 1 .  - 4 l ·  - 0 
2. - 1 2. - 1 2 ·  - 2 2 .  - 0 2 .  - 1 
J . - 2 J ·  - 0 J ·  - 2 J ·  - 0 J ·  - 0 
4. - 0 4. - J 4. - 0 4. - 0 4. - 0 
5. - 1 5 . - 0 S ·  - 0 5. - 0 5· - 2 
o. - 1 o .  - 1 o. - 1 o. - 1 o. - 2 
ClerF,ymen 1 .  - 0 1. - J 1 .  - 1 1 .  - 5 1 .  - J 
2. - 0 2. - 1 2. - J 2. - 6 2. - 2 
J· - 4 J ·  - J J .  - J J · - 1 J .  - 0 
/.j.. - 1 4. - J 4 .  - 1 4. - 0 4. - J 
5. - 4 5 .  - 0 ') . - J 5 ·  - 0 5. - l 
o. - 7 o. - 6 o .  - s o. - 4 o. - 7 
Teachers 1 .  - 0 1 .  - J l .  - l l· - 5 1 .  - J 
2 .  - J 2 .  - 2 2 .  - 6 2. - 5 2 ·  - 10 
J .  - 9 J ·  - 7 3 . - 6 J . - 0 J .  - 4 
4. - 7 4. -1 1  4 .  - 4 4. - 1 4. - 1 
5 ·  - 7 5 · - 3 5 . - s 5 ·  - 1 S· - 7 
o. - l o. - J o .  - 2 o. - 1 o. - J 
Administrators l ·  - 0 i. - 0 1 .  - 1 1. - 7 l. - 0 
2. - 2 2 .  - 0 2 .  - 5 2 .  - l 2 .  - 0 
J ·  - 1 J .  - 5 J . - 1 J .  - 0 J ·  - 1 
4. - 4 4. - 1 4. - 1 4. - 0 4. - 0 
5· - 0 5 ·  - 1 5 ·  - 0 5· - 0 5· - 5 
o. - l o .  - 1 o. - 0 o .  - 0 o. - 2 
�u51nessmen l ·  - 0 1 .  - 2 1 .  - 1 1 .  - 7 •,1 .  - 2 
2 ·  - 0 2. - 3 2. - 3 2. - 4 2 .  - 2 
J .  - J J . - 3 J .  - 5 J ·  - 0 J . - 1 
4. - J 4. - 1 4. - 2 4. - 1 4 .  - 2 
5 · - 4 5. - (l S· - 1 5. - 0 5. - 4 
o. - 5 o. - 6 o. - 3 o .  - J o .  - 4 
J. It. Students 1 .  - 1 1 .  - 0 1 .  - 0 1. - 6 1 .  - J 
2 ·  - 2 2. - J 2 .  - J 2 .  - J 2 .  - l 
J ·  - 1 J .  - 2 J ·  - 5 J ·  - 2 3 .  - 2 
4. - 1 4. - 5 4. - 1 4. - 1 4. - J 
5 · - 5 5. - 1 5. - J 5. - 0 5. - 2 
o .  -1 2  o .  -lJ o. -12 o. -12 o. -lJ 
If. 5 .  Student!! 1. -10 l· - 1 1 .  - 1 l ·  - 6 l ·  - 1 
2 .  - 1 2 .  - J 2. - 4 2 ·  - 7 2. - 4 
J . - J J ·  - 2 J .  - 8 J ·  - 4 J .  - 2 
4. - 0 4. -10 4. - 2 4. - 2 4. - J 
5 .  - 5 s. - 2 5 ·  - J 5 . - 0 5 .  - 7 
I). - 4 o. - 4 o. - 5 o. - 4 o. - 6 
J. H .  Parents 1. - 1 1 .  - 2 1 .  - 2 1. - fl l .  - 0 
2 .  - 1 2 .  - J 2 .  - 2 2· - 4 2. - ? 
J .  - 5 J . - 2 J .  - J J .  - 0 J . - 2 
4 .  - 2 4 .  - !1 4 .  - 1 4. - 0 4. - 1 
') .  - 2 S ·  - 0 5. - 2 5 ·  - 0 5· - 4 
o. - J o .  - 2 o. - J o .  - 1 o. - 4 
If. s. Parents 1 .  - 0 l ·  - 2 i. - 0 1 .  - 1 1  1 .  - 1 
2 .  - 2 2. - J 2 .  - 5 2 .  - 2 2 .  - 2 
J ·  - 4 J . - 5 J . - J J . - l 3 .  - 0 
4. - 1 4. - 2 4. - 4 4. - 0 4. - J 
S· - J 5 . - 2 5. - 1 5. - 0 5. - 6 o. - 2 o .  - 0 o .  - 1 o. - 0 o .  - 2 
Farmers 1 .  - 1 l· - 3 1 .  - 0 1 .  - 8 l ·  - 0 
2 .  - t 2 ·  - l 2. - 6 2 .  - l 2. - 3 
J ·  - J 3 .  - J J· - 2 J ·  - 1 3 .  - 3 
4. - 5 4 .  - J 4. - 0 4. - l 4. - 2 
5 . - 2 5 . - 2 5· - J 5. - l 5. - 2 
o. - 6 o .  - 6 o .  - 7 o. - 6 o. - 8 
Ley Citizens 1 .  0 1 .  1 1. - 2 l ·  -12 1 .  - 1 
2 .  1 2 .  1 2 .  - 6 2. - J 2 .  - 5 
J ·  J 3 .  5 J ·  - 5 3 .  - 0 J . - 2 
4. 9 4 .  4 4. - 0 4. - 0 4 .  - 1 
s. J 5. - 4 5. - J 5 . - 0 5 . - l 
o. - 6 o .  - 7 o .  - 6 o .  - 7 o .  -1 2  
Lay Citizens 1. - 0 1 .  - 1 1. - 2 1 .  -1 2 l· - l 
2. - 1 2 .  - 1 2 .  - 6 2. - '.3 2. - 5 
3 .  - 3 '.3 ·  - 5 '.3 ·  - 5 '.3.  - 0 '.3·  - 2 
4. - 9 4. - 4 4 .  - 0 4. - 0 4.  - 1 
� .  - '.3 5.  - 4 5.  - '.3 5. - 0 5· - 1 
o. - 6 o .  - 7 o. - 6 o .  - 7 o .  -12 
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Summary of Source o f  Lead ership for Unit ' � Educational 
Programs � Expressed EI. qe spondents . In summary , it was 
apparent that the respondents felt th e highest educational 
l ev e l ,  the c o l leges and univers i t i e s , should provide the 
initial leade rship for the unit ' s  edu c ft t i onal programs. But 
after the highest educational l ev e l ,  the parents and students 
should take the leadership· Finally, the school board and 
then the teachers and artmi n i s trators ( tho s e  who were most 
d i r ect ly connected with the unit ' s  educ a t ional program s )  came 
last in leadership. 
SUM\1'ARY· Respondents b e l i eved the curricu lum for the 
grade scho o l , junior high, and high school met the needs of 
the studen t s .  Howeve r ,  fewer respondents felt the junior high 
curric u lum met the studen t s •  n e ed s  than they did about the 
grade school and high scho o l .  Respond ent s were against direct­
ing Un i t  f 2 ' s  program to a speci fic type of studen t .  O f  the 
respond ent s who favored it , the m a j o ri ty supported a program 
for the very s l ow learners , phys i c a l ly handicapped , and 
academically gifted. Respondents saw no reason for favoring 
a prop,ram which had only c o llege bound c ou rs e s  o r  vocational 
subj ec t s .  They supported havin� both. Wh i l e  they said the 
d i stric t ' s  program should include c o l l ege bound and vocational 
subj ect s ,  they did beli eve the schools should give more atten­
t ion t o  reading, t eaching children how to get along with others , 
and problems of the c i t y ,  stat e ,  and nat ional governmen t .  
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Only sex education caused extra comments from the respondents .  
The respondents had many SUF.�estions fo r what they 
would l ike to see added to the schoo l ' s  prop,ram , and not too 
surprising was the fact that there w e r e  not too many sugges­
t i ons for what they would like to see  rl ropped from the 
program. 
Of the respondents who answered the question pertain­
ing to the sourc e of learlership for the unit ' s  educational 
programs , the feeling was that the c o l leges and universities 
should provide the initial  leadership. Aft e r  the c o l leges and 
universities came the parents , student s ,  school board, and 
then t eachers and administrators . 
RESPONDENTS' PERSONAL OPINIONS ��r.ABDTNCT SCHOOL 
F.XPF.RIENC�S l\ N D  OTT-W l1 co�···WNTS . In orde r t o  enable the 
respondents to  include any other comments about the school 
and the i r  own school experienc e ,  two questi ons were inc luded 
in the questionnaire.  
nespondent s '  2:!!:!_ �'leaningful School Experi ences.  The 
fi rst quest ion not only gave the respondents an opportunity 
to mention a highlight of thei r  own experiences , but it a lso 
provided a l i t t le more information about the respondents 
themselves , such as what subj ec t ,  incident , or teacher was 
important to them. 
The fol lowing comments rep,ardinp, personal school 
experiences were given by the responden t s .  
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Board 2.f. Education 
1 .  I had a wonderful t eacher i n  biology who had 
a philosophy about life and i t  has helped me 
throu�h life.  
2 .  C o l l ege life -- independent study and indepen­
dent living 
C lergymen 
1 .  . teachers who made m e  think. 
2 .  High school speech c lass and high school typ­
ing c lass 
3· Practica l ,  lab work, field t rips 
4 .  Besides obtaining a good education, learning 
a respect for other peop l e ' s  property and 
right s ,  and knowing that all  rul ea would be 
enforced.  
Teachers 
1 .  Individual help and interest from my teachers 
2. TalkinP- with people 
3 ·  Having had good teachers 
4 .  C o l l ege education ( social and academic ) 
5 ·  Student t eaching 
6 .  Any dealings with people that have given me 
a bet t e r  insight to their thinking about 
education 
Administrators 
1 .  Dedicated t eachers 
2 .  TI1e motivation of  c e rt ain faculty members 
Busine!•men 
1 .  Speech 
2. TI1e last four years of grade school 
3 ·  Economics 
4. C onnnercial arithme t ic , chemis try , physic s ,  
and general sc ience 
Junior High Students  
1 .  Language arts c lasses 
2 .  p .  E .  and band 
3 ·  TI1e �uidance office 
4 .  G r owin� u p  with d i fferent people 
5 ·  Sp e l l i n� and math 
6 .  Be i ng on t ime 
7 S c i  enc � 
H igh School S t u d e n t s  
1 .  G et t i n� a l o np, with p � opl e 
2 .  Home e c onom i c s  
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3 ·  I think that �ng l i sh c l a s s  has h e l p e d  m e  
with m y  �rannnar a n d  v o c a b u l a ry c h o i c e  when 
I t a l k  t o  p e op l e , but the l i t e ra t u r e  has n ' t  
h e l ped any. 
4 .  Learn i nF, t o  c o ope r a t e  w i th o t h e r s  my ovn 
a R e  an� with adu l t s  has been m o s t  h e lp fu l  
5 ·  Ju ni o r  h i gh 
6 .  Ta ki ng c ou r s e s  in bu s i n e s s  
7 ·  LanRua�e c ou rs e  -- La t i n  
8.  Indu s t ri a l  a r t s  
9 .  When J �ot a n s l ip l a s t  y e a r ,  boy , did I 
get ki 1 1  ed I t ( But J rai s ed i t  up t ) 
Junior High 0a ren t s  
1 .  Reading, writ in� , a ri thmet ic 
2 .  Engl i sh , bu s i n e s s  
3·  Home ec c l a s s e s ,  speech c l a s s  
4 .  Dependine on what t h e  t e ac h e r s  s a i d  and 
b e l i ev i n �  i t  
H igh Sch o o l  P a r e n t s  
1.  Re lati onship t o  o t h e r s  i n  l i fe 
2 .  Learning how t o  study 
J .  A th l e t i c s  
4 .  LearninR t h e  real fac t s  i n s t ead of o l d  
wive s •  t a l e s  about many t h i ng s .  
5 ·  Sc i en c e  
6 .  Vocat ional 
Fanners 
5 .  
My work i n  the P .  T.  A ·  
F e l l owship 
Voca t j o n a l  studi e s  
A s signment o f  work own s e l f  r e l i ance t o  
perfonn Lth� same 
Math , F. n .  A · and F - F. A ·  
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Lay C i t i zens 
1 .  Disc ipline and learning to respect teachers 
and elders 
2. High school 
3 ·  Learning to read and learning to face 
problems and solve them as they arise 
4. Readinp,, wri ting, ano arithmetic 
5 ·  Business courses 
6 .  nte di scipline that I was t aught by kind, 
but steMl ,  teachers who made me respect 
them. Tili s  we lack now. 
7 .  I liked a l l  the actiVI'ty ,  (!nd the] communi­
cation T had with the t eacners. 
8. Actual ly none except the abi l i ty to read 
9 ·  My four years of hip,h school . . .  
1 0 .  LeaMlin� to take thin�s in their proper 
perspective which schools and parents seem 
to have forgotten complet ely 
1 1 .  Teaching various levels of abi l i t y :  remedial , 
regu lar, and enriched. In-service training 
courses 
Summary 2!_ Responden t s •  � Meaningfu l School Exper­
ienc e s .  In conc lu sion, respondents seemed to indicate that 
teachers and specific c ourses have been of the most help to 
them. Teachers and administrators particularly mentioned 
having dedicated teachers who motivated them. 
Add i t i onal Comments !?.I, Respondent s .  This question was 
inc luded so that respond ents c ou ld add anything that might not 
have been included in the questi onnaire but was important t o  
them. A l s o  the respondents were able t o  explain fu l ly any 
thought which they might have had pertaining to any of the 
qu e s ti ons in the questionnaire.  
TI'le additional comments which the respondents had were 
a s  fol lows : 
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Board of Education 
1 .  A gigantic overhau l o f  the who l e  system 
Supt. and princ ipa l s  -- no stability at the 
top -- no leadership or gu idance -- no 
suggestions -- "a ship without a rudder on 
a roueh ocean · " 
C l e rgymen 
1 .  
2 .  
Teachers � 
reste c t e d .  
Hig do not 
language i s  
i s  a l s o  t o o  
pup i l s  [}r!J 
in genera l .  
.2!!.!. t ime were looked � t o  � 
Too many teachers at Robinson 
have high mora l s .  C l a s s room 
often below good t a s t e .  There 
much sharing of teacher with 
weekend drinking and who ring 
Running schools i s  a tremendous j o b ,  which 
I real i z e ,  but we are too commerc ia l i zed , 
too soph i s t ic a t ed o r  too insincere in the 
opera t i on .  P e rhaps i t  c an ' t  be done but 
some subj e c t s  would never help anyone --
they are required -- why? We need to fit 
our school pro�ram to the needs of the stu­
dent s -- not to o ld-timers' minds -- things 
that wi l l  help them in l a t e r  l i f e . Subj ects 
that wi l l  prepare them to get out of this 
mess that our nation i s  i n  now. 
It has not been easy to answer thi s .  I have 
become conscious o f  the extent t o  which I 
have impres sions and opinions without specific 
evidence on which to base them. With only a 
chi ld i n  kindergart en , I have l i t t l e  bas i s  
f o r  contact with many teachers or obserTation 
of school programs .  I have a t t ended a number 
o f  school board meetings and f e e l  a need for 
a more open attitude by board members. I 
wou ld like t o  s e e  more innovation and creativi­
ty throughout the system, though I am not sure 
how much support this would have. 
Teachers 
1 .  I f  desks with c l osed- i n  fronts were purchased 
for studen t s , there may be l e s s  concern over 
student dress length. 
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2 .  The board must begin t o  rea l i ze they have 
profes sionals ( t eachers ) on their staff. 
They shou ld be able to use the reconnnenda­
tions of qualified teachers. They should be 
treated a s  profe s sionals and not just "paid 
employee s · " 
3 .  We need bet t e r  board-supt - -t eacher relation­
ships. Perhaps a l i t t l e  "head knocking" at 
an open meeting for a l l  to a i r  their c om­
plaints and/ or gri evanc e s  and thoroughly 
talk over their problems . 
4 . I t i s  my bel i e f  that more time must be spent 
on the bas i c s  ( reading, math, sc i enc e ,  etc . ) ,  
espec ia lly reading in the primary grad e s .  We 
need better P .  E ·  programs because our child­
ren , in �enera l ,  do not get the physical 
exerc i s e  they need· It is my belief that 
teachers must somehow spend more time pre­
paring themselves and the students for what 
l i e s  ahead. People today spend too much 
time in record keeping, f i l l ing out fo nn s ,  
etc . I believe that an organi zed program 
must be started to provide the school infor­
mation for people in the cormnunity. 
Admini s t rators 
1 .  A lack of leadership from the top administra­
tor in recent years has caused an internal 
deterioration in our school system. Thi s  is 
Tery unfortunate. 
Businessmen 
1 .  Basically we have a very good system. Flaws 
can only be c orrected if brought to light. 
Suggest that more interesting presentation 
of subject by t eacher wi l l  spark student ' s  
interest . We need more educ ator s ,  fewer 
people who j u s t  work at t eaching, and more 
careful sc reening of app l icants to reduce 
risk of �etting mentally i l l  teachers. 
Junior High Students 
1 .  We ask that you w i l l  get u s  a new junior 
high. l·.1e a l s o  want more cheerleaders. There 
are not enough. 
2 .  I wan t open campu s .  
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P igh School Stu<lents 
1 .  I think th i s  questi onnaire was a good idea.  
I ' m intere s t ed to see the resu l t s . 
2 .  I feel that the h i Ph schoo l ' s  student c ounc il 
this year i s  very i neffe c t i v e .  J at tended a 
counc i l  meet i ng and i t  s e emed as i f  they did 
nothinp . They have e l iminated the Pepsi 
Danc e s ,  whi c h ,  in the pa st years , have al­
ways been a hiRh l i ght o r  the schoo l ' s  
activi t i e s . They blame it on the lack of 
band s ,  but I know that there are qu i t e  a few 
around that c o u ld be obtained with a l i t t l e  
effort . 
3 .  Thi s  survey seems a l i t t l e  deep· We were 
asked to gen e ra l i ze about the school and 
staff. We have all kinds and it takes i t .  
4 .  Open campus at least once a week. 
5. I fe el that counse l i ng ,  espec i a l l y  high 
school planning and c o l l ege advice i s  bad. 
The department is not larP,e enough or wi l l ­
ing enough t o  s u i t  me . 
6 .  The arlm i n i s t ration i s  too stric t .  They sus­
pend students for eating on the school 
grounds when one-half of the stud ents skip 
c la s s e s - Student s should . have open c ampus 
a l l  the time because e a t i ng school food 
eve ry day can p,et monotonou s .  The students 
should have a c e rtain area for smoking, such 
as the parking lot du ring free t ime ( act ivity 
period ) or between c la s s e s .  Teachers should 
be abl e  to speak po l i t i c s  and / or religion.  
Everyone should t reat everyone else as adu lts 
who can take c a re of themselves.  
Juni or High Parents 
1 .  There i s  s o  much noi se that you can hardly 
stand it between c la s s e s  and at lunch t ime. 
2 .  This and a l l  q u e s t ionn a i re �] should b e  made 
pub l i c · I talked t o  l o t s  o f  parents before 
fil l i np thi s  ou t .  I a l so talked t o  some 
teache rs. 
3 ·  I b e l i eve that we have very few pres ent day 
t ruly dedicated t e achers. I f e e l  they have 
simply chosen a we l l  paying occupati on .  I 
do not think they t reat chi ldren a s  
individu a l s .  
4 .  I only can s e e  th e end r e su l t s  of what our 
system has produced and i t  looks l i ke t h e  
s y s t em has kept up with t h e  changin� t im e s .  
5 ·  I f e e l  t h e  studen t s  have a poo r sch o o l  s p i r i t  
[wh i ch i !!] ref l e c t e d  b v  poor s p o r t s  f o r  
twenty y e a r s .  Fo r s ev � ra l  y ears we have t r i ed 
n"w t eache r s ,  coache s ,  e t c . ,  [!>u t] perhaps 
the t rouble has been arlm j n is t ra t i o n .  
6 .  A t  present T have on ly c omp l a i n � sJ I pay 
t a x e s  the same as everyone e l s e ,  and as y e t  
I cann o t  understand why t h e  buses wi l l  not 
p i c k  everyone up. I have c h i ld ren who P.O t o  
a country schoo l ,  a s  we l l  a s  j u n i o r  h i eh ,  and 
they have never been ab l e  to r i d e  as we l ive 
l e s s  than a m i l e  from school . I t  i s  not safe 
t o  be on t h i s  ma i n  h i Rhway when you are walkin�· 
I t  i �  l ike an ant walkinP, out on a rac e  t r a c k .  
I was at the school boa r<l meet i ng l a s t  y e a r  
when they dec ided t o  spend the i r  money o n  a 
sprinkl e r  s y s t em f o r  t h e  football fi e l d ,  but 
they c ou ld n ' t spend the ext ra money t o  p i c k  up 
l i t t l e  f i rst p,raders who a ren ' t  a l ert enough 
and c a reful enough t o  P, e t  out on the race t rack 
of a roa<l we have in front of our hou s e .  
7 ·  If a c h i ld has h i s  �yrn c l o thes s t o l e n ,  h e  
flunks �ym a f t e r  s o  many t imes o f  n o t  d r e s s ­
ing fo r gym. How many paren t s  c a n  afford � 
o r  6 gym outfi t s  a year and why should t h e  
chi ld flunk the c ou rse? J t  i s n ' t  h i s  fau l t  
h e  c an ' t  dre s s !  
High Schoo l Paren t s  
1 .  When t h e  m e r i t  s y s t em was dropped i n  favor 
o f  lonRev i t y  and t e acher ' s  t ra i ninR , t h e  
q u a l i t y  o f  i n s t ruc t i on a l s o  dropped. I t  i s  
my opini on that l t  i s  imma t e r i a l  about 
wh ether a person h a s  lti y r s .  o r  20 y r s .  o f  
e d u c a t i o n  when they a r e  t eaching kinder-
F,a rten through e i.1;hth 1�rad e .  Some people 
could �o t0 schoo l for t we n t y  y ears and s t i l l  
n ever l ea r n  t o  t e a c h  schoo l .  
2 .  I apprec i a t e  the onportunity t o  e xp r e s s  some 
v i ew s .  H ow about nane l d i sc u s s i o n s  i n  t h e  
s c h o o l  o f  t eachers , admini s t r a t o rs , paren t s , 
and stud e n t s  -- open forum type of thin�s t 
241 
3 .  The hi�h school c ou n s e l o r  seems t o  be a 
l i t t lP- d en s e  and not very capable compared 
to the l a s t  three h o l d i ng the posit ion. 
LThree ncJmini stra t o r s  and one t e,cher/ should 
be released from th e i r contrac t .  The school 
insu ranc e d e a l  
• . .  �hou l d  have some 
public i ty .  The s c h o o l  board should check on 
'�Y ou r c h i ldren ' s  in .. u ranc e i s  l ike i t  i s .  
4 .  J anpre c i a t e  the frer phone for students to 
c a l l  home when n e c e s s.lrY· l b e l i eve that 
many of the lo,.,er p;rad es should be taught by 
teachers with 2 years of c o l l e�e , which 
would �ive them money to fi n i sh th e i r  educa­
t i on if they want to c o nt i nu e  teachinR o r  
change i o  another nrof e s s i o n .  I gue s s  there ' s  
n o t  such a teacher shortaP,e now thou�h as 
there wa 5 several years a�O · With a piano 
mu sic p l a n ,  many of the town ' s  private t each­
ers c ou lrl j ust a s  wel l �ive l e s so n s  l �ecaus�/ 
some wou l d be �!art t o  be busy days 1�s t ead of 
just eveninRs anrt Saturdays . Vo lun t e e r  par­
ents or hiF,h school stu rl en t s  cou ld moni tor 
prac t i c e  � e s s i o n s .  The scho o l s  don • t  make 
good enou�h u s e  of people who have knowledge 
but not  l� to 10 y e a rs of c o l leeet  
Farmers 
1 .  notain L �achers t o  I 0 f lonr, f o r  benefit o f  the 
chi l d ren . They sh�u1d be t ransferred o u t  of 
the unit ' s  scho o l s  ev e ry so o f t e n  bec au s e  
they keep pas�inr,- informa t :i. o n  on t o  the 
chi l d ' s  next teach�r and they , the chi l d ren , 
mi�ht bo h e lped i f  not for t ha t .  They keep 
teachers on with t o o  much a1·e to cope with 
chi l d r en .  �.Jore younP.' t eachc-r s are n e e  rt e d .  
2 .  A l l  s t u ci e n t s  are no t c o l l e{!e ma t e ri a l .  Let ' s  
he 1 p them as 1m1ch o r  more . 7eachers shou lei 
be P,raded and i f  thPy a r c  not producin� the 
j ob  expec t e d ,  then re�lace with ones who are 
able or wi l l i n� .  
Lay Ci ti zens 
3 
1 .  I have had n o  probloms with the sch o o l s  at 
a l l  anrl think they are very we l l  run. 
2. I have a c onnnent about t h e  bu s e s .  There 
werE� .J u s t  a c e rtain number of chi ldren 
a 11 cn»erl to  �et ''paici hu s t i c k e t s "  to the 
Specific namf: S wer� d e l e t e d .  
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high schoo l .  If you didn ' t  pay on a c ertain 
date you c ould not get one . I guess I was 
one of the lucky one s .  I was a l l owed t o  pay 
$20 for my two children to get t o  the jun­
ior high. Most child ren around here walk 
over a few streets and ride a bu s that ' s  
supposed to be for students living 1t miles 
from scho o l .  I don ' t  feel this is fair· 
If most of them can ride fre e ,  I think a l l  
o f  them should. 
3 ·  On a who l e ,  I am satisfied with the Unit f2 
school system. However, we have encountered 
somewhat of a c onflict in two areas- ( 1 )  If 
a student enjoys fine art s ,  he usually en­
joys a l l  or mos t  of the sub j e c t s  in that 
field. The set-up now i n  the freshman year 
is Art I i s  offered the same period as bio logy 
or a required subjec t .  'nle only other Art I 
c lass i s  the same period as band. Tilerefore, 
a student must choose between the two. 
Cerami c s  i s the only subject being offered 
without a pre-requisite of Art 1 .  ( 2 )  The 
enrichment section has many good poi nt • ,  how­
ever, only 2c(, of the entire c la s s  i s  ac c e ler­
ated in � subjec t s .  I think a student 
should be encouraged to research, explore , 
etc . ,  in their best subj ec t s  only. Once 
they ' re in this s ec t ion they are disc ouraged 
from dropping any sub j e c t s  [by] pointing out 
to them how much they ' l l  l o s e  in credits 
going from a 6 . o ratio to a 5 . 0  ratio. If 
they c an ' t  gear the enrichment program for 
the 98�, I feel they shou ld abolish it and 
work out something else for the 2<. 
4 .  I would like to see Crawford County c onsoli­
date high schools and junior high schoo l s .  
Run c lasses 1 2  months a year, possibly 6 
days a week of two shifts a day . Employ more 
teachers who have completed ext ra schooling 
than what i s  required to t each. And last , to 
hire administrators who can better organ i z e  
and run our schoo l s .  
5 ·  Our teachers are generally good people and 
good t eachers , but like a l l  of us are inter­
ested in money . This I cannot say i s  bad be­
cause we al l must live . Rut it seems that 
the youn�er teachers don • t  look at teaching 
as a proud profe s s i on ,  just a job. They 
don ' t  want to do hallway duty any more or 
watch pl aygrounds and cafeteria line s .  I 
figured out the actual hours spent in c lass 
acc ording to the yearly salary ,  and boy, I 
wish I made that much. They want more 
money always and I ' m for i t .  I f  they ' l l  
take more respons i b i l i t y ,  they c ould get 
more , such a s  the money paid the hallway 
watchers and p layground ladie s ,  etc . I 
think thi s can app ly both way s .  Our 
chi ldren don ' t  respoct the teachers today a s  
they did a generation a�O · The older teach­
ers are more sati sfied, but the younger ones 
reflect youth ' s  a t t i tude today. It s t i l l  
app l i e s  -- a day ' s  work for a day ' s  pay. 
First , I!et theni] show a genuine wi l l ing­
ness to exc e l ,  and then ask for more and i t  
wi l l  c ome out of grat i tude but not out of 
c r i t i c i sm of others . Sorry, guess I 'm just 
plain o ld fashioned but sinc e re ·  I 'm for 
these youne t eachers 100�. They ' re wonder­
ful , but let them reflec t on qua lity , too -­
to our kid s .  
6 .  As a parent I think most adu l t s  run down all 
teen-aP.ers . And there are more good ones 
than bad ones ( not that I have raised an 
anee l ) ,  but the school should have ru l e s  for 
a l l  children. I think the school changes 
them accordin� to what the student ' s  name is 
and if he is a good athlete . We need a 
junior high. 
CTIAPTF.-q T V  
C O!\"CLUS J O r  
Thi s  study o f  Community (Tn i t  f c .  f.lob i n s o n , I l l i n oi s ,  
was d e s i ened t o  find th e pub l i c  schoo l r e l a t e d  va l u e s  and 
a t t i t u d e s  of 12 Rroups of c i t i zen s .  Tile in forma t i on was 
Rathe red from respo n s e s  to the q u e s t ionn a i re which wa� p,iven 
persona l ly or m a i l ed to 173 r e s i d e n t s  o f  t h e  s c h o o l  d i s t r i c t  
during the week o f  O c t o b e r  1 9 ,  1 9 7 0 ·  � l thou�h the respond-
en t s  were grouped as rep r e s e n t a t i v e s  of a part i c u l a r  Rroup 
of c i t i z en s ,  personal anonymity was euaranteed . The 1 2  
groups were c h o s e n  bec au s e  some o f  them were c lo s e l y  a s s o c i -
a t e d  with the schoo l s  and others b e c au s e  they represented a 
c ro s s - s e c t i o n  o f  peop l e  i n  the d i s t r i c t .  The f o l lowinrr i s  a 
l i s t  o f  the 1 2  P,roups p,iven the q u e s t i onnaire from whom 1 8 5  
were c ompl e t ed and return ed . 
1 .  We l f a r e  R e c i p i e n t s  
2 .  Board o f  Edu c a t i o n  
'.3 .  c l e reymen 
4 .  Teachers 
5 · Adm i n i s t r a t o rs 
6 .  Bu s i n e s s�en and P r o f e s s i on a l s 
7 .  Juni o r  TTi.ri:h Schoo 1 S t u d e n t s  
8 .  t l i�h S c h o o l  S t u d e a t s  
9 ·  Jun i o r  TT i gh Schoo l Paren t s  
1 0 .  H1P,h Schoo l P a re n t s  
1 1 .  Fanners 
1 2 .  Lay C i t i z en s  
S in c e  t h e  purpo�e o f  the s t u d y  was t o  d i scover i f  the 
respond e n t s  were s a t i s ri ed with the sc ho o l s ,  personn e l ,  and 
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p o l i c i e s  in Unit � 2 ,  the results indicated the respondents 
were generally s a t i s fie d with the scho o l s  and the i r  operat ion.  
Tile fol l owing were posi tive reac t i o n s  by the respondents 
toward the unit ' s  schoo l s :  
1 .  Of the five eroups ( n e ighbors , churches ,  
t e achers ,  studen t s ,  and bu sinessmen ) ,  respond­
ent s  b e l i eved students were the most favorably 
inc lined toward the schoo l s  due to the dress 
c ode chanee , gregarious nature o f  student s ,  
and qua l i t y  of the fac u lty . 
2 .  Of the f i ve �roups ( school board membe r s ,  
admini s t rators , e lementary t each ers , junior 
high teach e rs , and s enior hi�h t each ers ) respond­
ent s  f e l t  they best knew the administrators . 
3 ·  Thle order of effec t ivene s s  of the l ines of 
communication was as fol lows : students and 
teachers , s tuden t s  and paren t s , parents and 
teache rs , and t e achers and administrators.  
4 .  nespond e n t s  indic ated t eachers best r e f l e c t ed 
the c ommu n i ty • s 1�o a l s  o r  a 1 'f'1S rathe r than the 
school boar� or admi n i s t r a t o rs .  
5 ·  Respondents felt that t e achers and admini s t ra­
t o rs werA involved and c oncerned about th e 
c onnnun i t v :  t h e  e<l.uc: a t o rs were not too c ri t ic a l  
about t h �  c ommun i t y ;  and t eachers shou ld be 
f r e e  to exp r e s s  the i r  opi n i o n s  about the 
c ommun i t y .  
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6 .  Respond e n t s  were � e n e r a l l y  sat i s fi ed with the 
q u a l i ty o f  the t e ar h P r s ' work, t each i n r;  meth­
ods , and the t reatm en t o f  s t u d e n t s  i n  the 
5 c h oo l s -
7 .  Respon d e n t s  f e l t  there should be a n  impa r t i a l  
prac t i c e  u s ed i n  h i r i n �  t eachers o r  adm i n i s ­
t r a t o r s  f o r  t h e  uni t .  
8.  Respon d e n t s  s a i d  t h e re were n o t  t oo many 
ru l e s  f o r  s t u d e n t s  to fo l l o � ,  and they i n d i ­
c at ed t h e r e  w e r e  m o r e  ru l e s  wh i c h  they c on ­
s id e red t o  be important than they c o n s i d e r ed 
t o  be b a �  o r  unn e c e s s ary . 
9 .  · Respon d e n t s  b e l i eved stud P n t s  spent the ri�ht 
amount o f  t im e  on homework o r  p e rhaps even 
too l i t t l e  time o n  homewo rk . 
1 0 .  A s  far a s  e x t r a - c u r r i cu l a r  a c t ivi t i e s  were 
c o n c erned , respon d e n t s  f e l t  s tu d en t s  part i c i ­
pa t ed i n  a s  many a s  they shou l d .  
1 1 ·  Respond en t s  s a i d  adu l t s  �hould v i s i t  the 
schoo l s .  
12.  Respon d e n t s  supported the n e e d  f o r  a new 
j u n i o r  hi�h s c h o o l  and favored a bond refer­
endum for i t .  
1 3 ·  I f  respondents had t o  make a choic e ,  they 
favored increasing taxes rather than cutting 
schoo l serv i c e s .  
14. Respondents ind icated they wou ld consider 
the pos s ibi lity of formin� a county-wide 
school d i s t ri c t .  
1 5 .  Respondents stated that teachers were paid 
the riP,ht amount or not enough. 
16.  In regards to curriculum, respond ents be­
l i eved it met the needs of the grade schoo l ,  
junior high, and hi�h scho o l  students. They 
a l s o  sa i d  the unit should not direct i t s  
program t o  a spec ific type o f  student , but 
should have a program which inc luded both 
c o l l ege bound and vocational subj e c t s .  
Respondents had a numbe r of sug�e stions of 
what they would l i ke to s e e  added to the 
schoo l ' s  program but not many sugRes tions 
for what they would like to have d ropped 
from the pro�ram. 
1Yh i l e  the resnond ents were genera l l y  s a t i s f i ed with 
the schoo l s ,  there were some thi ngs which they felt were bad, 
should he e l iminat ed , or should not be supported . The fo ll ow­
ing were the negat ive reactions by the respond ent s •  
1 .  nespondents f e l t  adu lt s  should visit the 
schoo l s  but not as many believed they were 
encouraRed to do so . 
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2. Respondents 1ndicated they thought it  costs too 
much for students t o  part icipate fully in school 
life.  
3 ·  In regard to  salari e s ,  respondents felt �dmin­
ietrators were paid too much . 
4 .  Respondents were not as sati sfi ed with the 
quality of the school board ' s  and administrators• 
work as they were with the t eachers'  work. How­
eve r ,  not a majority was sati s f i ed with any of 
the three �roup s •  work. 
5 ·  In re�ard to communications , responden t s  be­
lieved it was most ineffec tive between students 
and schoo l board· The communication between 
other groups was questionable to the respondent s :  
parent s and school board , parent s and administra­
tors,  and students and administrators . 
6 .  Respondents ranked teachers and admini strators 
as the last source they wou ld  turn to  for l ead­
ership in the unit ' s  educational program. 
7 .  Respondents  indicated student s were not get ti ng 
a s  much as they could from their schoolwork. 
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8.  Respon d e n t s  b e l i ev e d  parents were t o o  lenient 
i n  their d i s c i p l i n e .  
9 .  Respon d e n t s  f e l t  s t u d e n t s  ( i n  c omparison t o  
n e i P,hbo rs , churc h e s ,  t ea c h e rs , a n d  bu s i n e s s ­
men ) were t h e  mo s t  unfavorably i n c l in e d  toward 
th e schoo l s .  
10 . Respondents b e l i ev e d  s t u d e n t s  spent t o o  l i t t l e  
t im e  on t h e i r  homework. 
Wh i l e  respondents expressed p o s i t i v e  and negative feel­
ings about the scho o l s ,  there were some things on wh ich they 
d i d  n o t  reach a d ef i n i t e  d e c i s i o n .  
1 .  Th e  respon<ients c ou l d  not d e c i d e  i f  adu l t s  were 
i n t e r e s t e d  i n  the whole s c h o o l  c o n c e p t .  
2 .  The respondents were n o t  sure i f  s c ho o l s  were 
t o o  l e n i ent toward s e r i o u s  s tudent m i sbehavi o r ,  
o r  whether t e achers were i n c o n s i s t en t  i n  the i r  
d i s c ip l i n e  o r  if s c h o o l  d i s c i p l i n e  was about 
rieht or not s t r i c t  enou�h · 
3 ·  E x c ept fo r s t u d en t s ,  respondents d i d  n o t  know 
how n e i g h bo rs ,  chu rche s ,  t e a c h e r s , and b u s i n e s s ­
men f e l t  t o ward t h e  schoo l s .  
CONCLUSIONS A�D m:cm-1NF l\llATIO:'ITS. From the study c e rtain 
c onc l u s i o n s  and r e c ommen d a t i o ns can be ma d e .  
1 .  The para.-!  ox o f'  s t u ci e n t s  be in� the m o s t  favorably 
and unfavorably i n c l i ne d  toward the schoo l s  was 
due probably to the fac t that the students felt 
very s t rongly about th e l r  scho o l s , both po si­
t ively and ne�atively a t  the same t ime. This 
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was possible becau s e  the rA were fac e t s  o f  the 
school that the student may like and other facets 
that he may not l ike. A l so , there were parts o f  
the curriculum and extra-curricular activi t i es 
that some groups of students supported 'Wh i le 
others were not supportinP. them. The positive 
feel inp,s were partly due to the dress code 
change, the respect for the t eachers , and the stu­
dent s •  fee l i ng of being with friends. The busing 
of students between the junior h i P,h and the high 
scho o l ,  mixing o f  junior hieh and s enior high 
students , and general acceptance of cond i t i ons 
or at least a general lack of complaints re­
flec ted the negative feelings of the student s .  
These unfavorable feel ings about busing, being 
overcrowded, unsafe bu i lding ,  and mixing junior 
high and high school studen t s  should change 'When 
the new jun ior high building, which voters re­
cent ly approve d ,  i s  c omp leted.  Also , the nev 
junior high schoo l and midd le school program 
should give the junior high student s ,  junior 
high teachers , and junior high parents an 
identity of their own. 
2 .  The inabi litv to  decide how other groups 
2 5 1  
felt toward the schoo ls  and the large num­
ber of " Do Not Know" and "No Response" t o  
several quest ions would i ndicate that not 
many people  actually discuss schoo l affairs.  
It wou ld  also show that those few who openly 
cri t ic i 7.e or support the school via the 
Robinson Dai ly News are only a minority or 
that perhaps the majority does not seek to 
express  itself.  A l s o ,  althouF,h some might 
indicate the respondents should have known 
the other F,roups t o  a greater exten t ,  it 
shou ld � e  pointed out t h a t  i t  wou ld be 
particul arly difficult for peop l e  in one 
family t o  '<now very well many of the elemen­
tary school teachers and board members b e ­
cause the el ementary schools  are widely 
scatt ered as are the resi denc es of board 
members who li ve in the d i fferent townships . 
A l s o ,  people who have chi ldren in grade 
schoo l would probably have l i t t le reason to  
come i n t o  c ont act with junior high and hip,h 
schon l  teachers or the i r  respective adminis­
trators.  Peop l e  who have recent ly moved into 
2 .') 2  
the d i s t r i c t  with only junior hil?;h o r  high 
scho o l  students would rarely come into con­
tact with the nei�hborhood F.rade scho o l ,  let 
alone a Unit #: 2  grade scho o l  across town or 
several m i l e s  away . 
3 ·  The effectiven e s s  o f  c ommunication appeared 
to be c l o s e ly r e l a t ed t o  the approximate 
amount of time the given people spend toge th­
e r .  The studen t s  have b e t t e r  c ommun ications 
with the t eachers than thei r own parents be­
cause the students and t eachers spend more 
t ime t o P.ether than do the students and par­
ent s .  This may be due t o  the fact that many 
o f  the parent s ,  part i c u l a r l y  the fathers , 
have j obs that keep them away from home when 
the i r  c h i l d ren are at home. Many students 
have part-t ime jobs which , together with 
school hou r s ,  may keep the student s away 
from home as many as 1 0  o r  12 o r  more hours 
p e r  day. It was not surprisinF. that c onnnuni­
cations between the students and the board 
was th� �oorest becau s e  most studen t s  wou ld 
rarely come into contact with the board mem­
b e r s  and the individual board members would 
know only a small proportion of the t o t a l  
enr o l lment . 
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Sinc e fewer respon d en t s  b e l i eved adu l t s  were 
encoura�ed to v i s i t  the school s  than b e l i eved 
they should v i s i  l the school s ,  p e rhaps the 
u n i t  needs t o  make �n effort t o  s incerely 
assure a n u l t s  that t h ey are free to v i s i t  and 
a r e  w e l c om e d .  O n e  school p o l ic y ,  the vi s i t o r ' s  
pas s ,  whi c h  seemed t o  i r r i t a t e  a few o f  the 
responden t s ,  mlP.ht be more fu l l y  explained a s  
t o  i t s  purpose i n  prot e c t i n �  the students by 
keepin� any person without any spec i f i e d  pur­
pose from impo sin� upon the s t u d e n t s  and 
teac h e r s .  Thi s  would help to avoid unnec e ssary 
c la s s room i n t e r rupt i o n s .  
) •  In re�ar<l t o  the s o u rc e  of l eadership f o r  the 
d i s t r ic t ' s  educ at i o n a l  proP,ram , respondents 
said they would t u rn to c o l l eR e s  and univer­
s i t i es and their staffs fi rst . I t  would s e em 
hi�hly inconsi stent that respondents would 
choose a s  t h e i r  l e a d e r� the univ e r s i t i e � and 
then put the P.rOur> wh ic h  would be c l o s er in 
aims , traininP, , e tc . , to the universi t y ,  the 
t eachers and admin i s t ra t or s , as their l a s t  
s o u rc e .  A l so ,  why would the respond e n t s  t u nt  
to a ' ' f a r  removed" s o u  r e  e f o r  leadership and 
n o t  t o  t h e i r  own t eachers and admi n i s t ra t o rs? 
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6 .  There was some agreement by the respondents 
on a county-wide school district , but there 
appeared t o  be no rroup o r  feasibility pro­
gram unde rway to brin� this about or even t o  
look into i t .  P e rhaps the Superintendent of 
Educat ional S e rv i c e s  should take the lead in 
this study t o  det e rmine what things wou ld be 
b e t t e r  in such a d is t ri c t  and what interest 
e x i s t s  i n  i t s  formation in Hutsonvi lle , Ob­
long, P a l e s t i n e ,  and qobin son. Then the 
Superintendent c o u l d  al so conduct a f o l l ow­
up on t h i s  study. 
7 ·  A problem which became apparent in the study 
resu lted from comments from various respondents. 
I t  concerned the policy of the d i st r i c t  of pro­
viding free bus transportation to those stu­
d en t s  who resided one and one-half mi l e s  or 
more from schoo l .  Respondents indicated they 
wou ld be wi l ling to pay fo r bus service when 
they live within the lega l l imit , and t o  a 
c ertain exten t ,  this has been pennitted. 
Howev e r ,  there are s t i l l  some parents wh o  
would like thei r  child ren t o  r i d e  the bus 
but there are not enough buses avai l able for 
thi s .  The school board plans t o  make another 
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bus ava i l ab l e  f o r  thi s eroup which may ease 
some of the probl e� ·  An a l t e rnative to thi s 
would be f o r  paren t �  t o  group together, hire 
the i r  own bus drive .. , buy one of the o l d  
bus e s , and hand l e  1 t  a !'>  a c orpora t io n .  
8 .  D i s c i p l in e  was an a r e a  i n  whi c h  respondents 
a c c u s ed teachers and a dm i n i s t ra t o rs of beinP, 
inc onsi � t e n t  i n  reRard t o  the student in­
volved and the punis�nent . Leade rship to 
c o rrect the inc on s i stency in d i sc ipline wi l l  
have t o  co�e from t h e  adm i n i s t ra t o r s .  They 
should make i t  v e ry , very c l ear t o  teach e rs , 
s t u d en t s ,  and parents what the ru l e s  are and 
that they w i l l  be c onsi s t ent ly enforced. 
Tho s e  ru l e !'J  wh i ch have not been c o n s i !'Jtently 
enforced !'Jhould be dropped . A d e f i n i t e  
p o l i c y  n e e d s  t o  be e s t a b l i shed in re�ard to 
whet h e r  a person found gu i l t y  of a given 
offen s e  should receive d i sc iplinary a c t i o n ,  
coun s e l ing , o r  both. 
9 In o r d e r  for the c on s t i t u e n t s  t o  get a c l ear­
er pic ture of what a c t u a l l y  goes on in a 
board m e e t i n � ,  the author r e c ommends that the 
d i s t ri c t ' s  superintendent pub l i s h ,  through 
the n P-ws med i a ,  the agenda for ea�h m e e t i ng .  
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O f  the several times the author has attended 
board meetings , not once has a private citi­
zen been refused permi ssion t o  question or 
c onunent upon any topic before the board. 
After a board meetin g ,  the author recommends 
there be a press release containing a l l  c om­
plete and offic i a l  a c t i on s  taken by the 
board. For examp l e ,  thi s  would include 
arguments for and aRainst a given policy or 
i s s u e  and the results of the vot e  recorded 
by name as is done frequ ently at c i ty council 
meetin� s .  
1 0 .  On the basis of the stat i s t i c s ,  perhaps the 
admin i s t rators and school board shoul d  find 
out 'What goals or a ims the community wants 
in i t s  schoo l s .  And then these goals should 
be taken into c on sideration in set ting school 
po licy. 
1 1 .  With the responden t s •  c oncern over the lack 
of c ommunication among the various areas and 
levels of the schoo l ,  the author would recom­
mend the employment of an experienced ombuds­
man or experienc ed public relations d i rector 
whose function would be to keep the cotmnun1-
c ations open. It would not be his job to 
"su�ar c oa t • o r  deny problems but rather to 
c la r i fy what the probl�ms are and what re­
med i a t i on s t eps are b � i nP, taken t o  solve 
them. 
1 2 .  The fairness of the r e a l  e s t a t e  a s s e ssment 
was a c onc e rn of the responden t s .  One way 
t o ·  h e lp ov e rc ome some of the q u e st ions wo u l d  
b e  to form a c i t i ?.ens c omm i t t e e  which would 
look into the t a x i n R  pro c e s s  to s e e  how 
moneys are c o l l ect ed fo r the scho o l  d i s t rict 
and what funds the d i strict receives throuP,h 
taxe s , stat e a i d ,  and federal funds .  Thi s  
same comm i t t e e  c ou l rl  digest and pub l i sh in­
forma t i o n  a bout how the var ious moneys were 
spent . 
13 · Several conc e Ml s  about aspec t s  of curricu lum 
were expressed by responde nt s .  One involved 
a sugg e s t i on for a fu l l-t ime phy s i c • l  educa­
t i on inst ru c t o r  in the grade scho o l s .  Thi s  
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i s  curren t ly being reso lved through the h i r ing 
of addi t i o n a l  personnel for thi s purpo s e .  
Another c on c e rn was for the spec i a l  educat ion 
program. Genera l l y ,  the re9pondents want 
thi s expa n rt e d .  'Mi � refo r e ,  parent s should b e  
made awa r e  o f  wha t  the d i s t r i c t  c a n  do and 
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should do in this area of education. '!be 
use of teacher aides was also mentioned by 
several responden t s .  Teacher aides could 
make it possible to broaden the curriculum 
and enable teachers to take care of their 
professional du t i e s .  Even though aides 
should be employed and a t rai ning pro�ram 
does exist in the area ,  the author i s  un­
aware of any movement within the d i s t rict to 
emp loy teacher aides - A lthough, on a very 
limited bas i s ,  a few employees have been 
hired to a s s i s t  in the non-ins t ru c t i onal 
f'unctions of the school ,  this employment i s  
not unif o rrn  nor widespread throughout the 
di stric t .  A prorrram to t rain aides exists 
at Lincoln Trail C o l l ege in Robinson , 
I ll i n o i s .  
FUTURE STUDIES·  The nature and scope of this study 
indicate such an evaiuat i on should be made within the d i s t rict 
period i c a l l y ,  perhaps as often as every two years.  nie author 
believes that several changes should be made in future studies 
in order t o  c larify , gather addi tional informa t i o n ,  and shorten 
the length of the inst rument . 
Que s t i ons 1 throu�h 5 and Question 46 were included as 
an a ttempt to find to what extent a true cross-section of the 
popu lation was u s ed in t � e  study. 
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If one were to use simi lar 
samplinF. techniqu e s , the s e  five q u e s t ions c ou ld b e  omi t t e d .  
Qu e s t ions 17 and 18 could he e liminated because t h e  voters 
did vote favorably for f inancinc the �1 i l ding of a new middle 
schoo l ,  bus repair shop, and auto mechanic s shop. 
L i s t ed b e l ow are spec i fic changes n eeded to p e nn i t  the 
respondent t o  wri t e  add i t i onal or more spec i f i c  answe rs . 
1 .  Que s t i o n  (, should l i s t  as another p o s s i b l e  
cho i c e  a junior c o l l e�e , c o l l ege , or university 
other than Linc o l n  Tra i l  C o l l ege . 
2 .  Que s t ions 20 , 2 2 ,  and 23 should b e  rewr i tten 
for the respondents t o  indicate how we l l  they 
know the admi n i s t rator ( s ) and t e ac h er ( s ) o f  the 
school which their children a t t end. I t  i s  un-
reasonable fo r a person t o  know very wel l  
administrators or teachers i f  they wo rk i n  
scho o l s  wh e r e  t h e  respondents do not or wi l l  not 
attend. 
3 · Que s t i ons J S  and 39 should be c ombined. 
l } .  <.�u e s  t i o n  /4.4 should read "the i r  programs t o  
specific types o f  student s . "  The original 
wording, which ind i c a t ed only one type c ou l d  
b e  chosen, was mis leading because the sec ond 
part of the question provided several cho i c e s .  
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5 ·  Que s t i on 4 7  should indicate the amount o f  time 
spent on homework out side the school or the 
total amount at schoo l and at home. 
6 .  In Quest ion 54 the t erm schoo lwork should be 
changed t o  homework or t o t a l  school program 
because schoo lwork may have been mis interpreted. 
7 ·  '!be same change reRardin� the schoolwork 
in Que s t ion 57 should be made for the same 
reason. 
8. Direc t ions of Qu e s t i on 58 need t o  indicate no 
number can be used more than o nc e .  Several 
respondents ranked the i t ems by u s i ng several 
one • s ,  two ' s ,  etc . 
9 .  Part " d "  in Qu e s t i o n  7 2  could have been divided 
into two seoarate poss ible responses.  
1 0 .  Qu estions 7 3  and 74 should each be divided so 
that t eachers and admin i s t ra t o rs could be 
evaluated separat ely. 
1 1 .  The d i rect ions should be chan�ed for Que s t ion 
81 so that students as wel l  as parents could 
answer the qu e s t i o n .  
A few qu estions c ould be added. The foll owing two 
are examp l e s .  Is there effec t i ve commun i c a t i on between the 
school board and i t s  admini s t rators? Is there effec tive 
c ommunic a t ion between t he scho o l  board and its teachers? 
ent s .  
Two changes should b e  mad e l 1 1  the samp l e  of respond­
Th e  .1 un 1. o r  high s t" h o o l  � t u d en t s  should be omi t t e d .  
2 6 1  
T h e  author be l i eved s o m e  o f  the q u e , t l o n na l r P. s  were answered 
by the parent s of the s tu rt ents r a th l!' r  tl1an t he s t u d e n t s  them­
s e lve s .  A l s o  some of the students o r a l l y  J nrl i c a t e d  they did 
n o t  u n d e r s tanc1 �ome of t h e  q u e s t i o n s .  
Th e  o t h e r  chanf�e c- o n c e rn i n P, t h e  �ampl i n17. invo l v t> !"  a n  
a t t empt to get the peo p l e  on wel fare t ()  r e s pond . Th e  d i f'fi­
culty l i es in t h e  probl em o f  the h i d d e n  iden t i ty o f  the m�m­
bers o f  that group. Th i s  i s  a r e s u l t  o f  th e p o l i c y  of the 
welfare agency whi c h  s t i pu l a t e s  the names of the peop l e  o n  
we lfare c a n  n o t  be d i s c l o s e � .  TI-l e  res earcher would probably 
s t i l l  have to vork throuph a we l f a r e  ag�nc y , hut p e rhaps 
o th e r  agenc ies c o u l d  be us ed . 
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SUPPLF'MF.NTA RY TAl1U:- S 
TABLE 68 
RF. SPO'\D"S\TTS ' FAMILY INC O?-!E 
Groups Below s 3 0 0 1 - $ 6 0 0 1 - � 90 0 1 - s 1 2 , 001- $ 1 5 , 00 1 - $ 2 5 , 001- Over No 
,<1;3 000 6 0 0 0  9 0 0 0  1 2 , 0 00 1 5 , 00 0  2 5 ' 000 3 5 , 000 s 3 5 , ooo nesponse 
�rumb c r  :-�uM he r f\!umber Numb e r  ?1umbcr Number Xu:nber Number Number 
P e r c e n t  Perc ent P e rc e n t  Percent Perc ent P e r c e n t  P e rc en t  Perc ent Perc ent 
School 8onr<l () o . o  0 0 0 2 h o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 3 6 0 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
C 1 e r"'.Y"'1Cn 0 o . o  2 1 2 .  ') J ! F L  R r; 1 7 . c; 2 1 2 . c; 1 6 . 2  0 o . o  0 o . o  2 1 2 . 5 
Teachers 0 o . o  0 o . o 7 2 5 . 9 8 29 . 6  l� l'-" . 8 8 29 . 6  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 
Admin :i s t r a t o r s  0 o . o  0 o . o 1 1 2 .  5 1 1 2 . 5 J 3 7 . _c; 2 2 5 . 0 1 1 2 . 5 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Bu s in e s sMen 0 o . o  l 6 . 7  1 6 . 7 2 1 3 . 3  3 20 . 0  Ii 26 . 7  2 13 . 3  1 6 . 7  1 6 . 7 
J .  n .  S t u d e n t s  3 1 2 .  5 2 8 .  '.3 3 1 2 .  c; c; 2 0 . p, 1 , ,  . 2  1 u. .  2 J 4 2 0 0 0 8 33 · 3 
H .  s .  Studen t s  0 () .  0 J 13 . 0  6 2 6 . t 6 26 . 1  1 4 . 3  4 1 7 . 4  2 8 . 7  0 o . o  1 4 . 3  
J .  H ·  Parents 0 o . o  1 7 . 7  5 1 P. .  5 7 53 . 8 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o 
H .  s .  Parents 0 o . o 0 o . o 2 14. 3 5 3 5 ·  7 2 11-!· . 3 3 2 1 . 4  2 14 . J  0 o . o  0 Q , O  
Farmers 1 s . 6 3 1 6 . 7  5 27 . 8  5 27 . 8  2 l l . 1  0 o . o  0 o .  0 0 o . o  2 1 1 . 1  
Lay C it i z e n s  1 !.;. • ') 3 13 . 6  u, 1 8 . 2 5 2 2 . 7  2 9 . 1  1 1 3 . 6  1 l> . 5 0 o . o 3 1 3 - 6 
TOTAL .5 2 . 7 1. c; 8 - 1 39 2 1 . 1  so 27 . 0  2 0  1 0 . 8 29 1 5 . 7  9 4 . 9 1 0 . 5 1 7  9 . 2 
l\) 0\ 
'"' 
C'rroups Under 1L1 14-19 
lfumber �!umber 
P e rc ent Perc en t  
School Roard 0 o . o 0 o . o  
C l e rr-vm P. n  ') () .  0 0 o . o 
T e <" c !1 e r s  f') 0 0 0 o . o 
Ad m i n i s t ra t o rs 0 o . o 0 o . o 
3u s i n e s �men 0 o . o 0 0 0 
J .  i I . S t u d e n t s  21 87 . 5 ) 1 2 .  5 
H ·  s S t u d e n t s  0 o . o  2 3 1 0 0 . 0  
,T . H ·  Pa re n t s 0 o . o  0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parents 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Farmers ' 0 o . o  0 o . o 
Lay C i t  i z en s 0 o . o 0 o . o 
TOTAL 20 1 0 . 8  26 1u  . .  1 
TABLE 69 
AGE OF THF RF.SPONlJ"J<,;NTS 
20 ' s 3 0 ' s  4 o • s  
Numbe r Numbe r  Number 
Percent Perc en t Pe rc en t 
0 o . o  0 o . o l,s, 80 . 0 
2 1 2 . 5 2 1 2 .  ') 7 4 3 . a 
10 '3 7 . 0 � 18 5 '.3 1 1 . 1  
0 0 0 1 1 2 . 5 J..t. 50 . 0  
0 o . o  1 6 . 7 6 4 o . o  
0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o 
0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o 
0 o . o 7 5'.3 . 8 J..t. J 0 . 8 
0 o . o 1 7 . 1 1 1  78 . 6  
0 o . o  s 27 . 8  5 27 . 8  
1 l�. 5 4 1 8 . 2 5 2 2 . 7 
13 7 . 0 27 14 . 6  49 26 . 5 
5 o • s  6o • s  Plus 
Number Numbe r  
P e rc en t  Percent 
1 2 0 . 0  0 o . o 
4 2 5 . 0 0 o . o 
L1. 14 . 8  5 1 8 .  5 
'.3 '.3 7 ·  5 0 o . o  
4 26 . 7 3 20 . 0  
0 o . o  0 o . o  
0 o . o  0 o . o  
2 1 5 .  4 0 o . o  
2 14 . '.3 0 o . o  
2 1 1 . 1  4 2 2 . 2 
8 J 6 .  4 1 4 . 5 
30 16 . 2  13 7 . 0 
No Response 
Numbe r  
Pe rc en t 
0 o . o 
1 6 . 2  
0 o . o 
0 o . o  
1 6 . 7  
0 o . o  
0 o . o 
0 0 0 
0 o . o  
2 1 1 . 1 
'.3 1 3 .  6 
7 3 . 8  
I:\) 
°' 
0\ 
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TABLE 70 
RF. SPONDE '·'TS ' TYPF. oi:- T\V SIDENCE 
Groups House Apartmen t Tra i l e r  No Response 
\'umber �Jumber \111mher Number 
P e rc en t  Percent i)ercent Percent 
School Roa rd 5 1 00 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o 
C l e rgymen 1 1  93 . 8 0 o . o 0 o . o 1 6 . 2 
Teachers 24 8 8 . 9 1 3 . 7  2 7 . 4 0 o . o 
Administrators 8 100 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 
Bu sinessmen 1 4  93 . 3 0 o . o 0 o . o 1 6 . 7 
J .  l{ . student s 21..J. 1 00 - 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
H .  s .  students 23 1 0 0 . 0 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  
J .  H .  Parents 13 1 00 . 0 0 0 0 0 o . o 0 o . o 
fl . s .  Parents 14 100 . 0 0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o  
Fanners 1 6  88 - 9  0 o . o 0 o . o  2 1 1 .  1 
Lay C i t i zen s  1 7 7 7 · }  2 9 . 1  0 o . o 3 1 3 . 6 
TOTAL 17 3 9'3 . ') 3 1 . 6  2 ] . 1 7 3 . 8  
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TABLE 7 1  
OWNERSHIP OR TF.NANCY OF RE SP OND'P: NT S 1 RE SID ENC� 
Groups Own Rent 1'Y o Response 
Number Number Numbe r 
P e rc en t  Percent Percent 
School Board 5 100 . 0  0 o . o 0 o . o  
C l ergymen '.3 1 8 . 8 8 50 . 0 5 3 1 . 2  
Teachers 24 8R . 9 3 1 1 . 1 0 () .  0 
Admin i s t rators 7 87 . c; 1 1 2 ·  5 0 o . o  
Businessmen 14 9'.3 · '.3 0 o . o  1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  students 18 7 5 . 0 6 2 5 .  0 0 o . o  
I!. 5 .  Students 17 73 . 9  5 21 . 7  l 4 . )  
J .  H .  Parent s 12 9 2 · 3  1 7 . 7 0 o . o  
H .  s .  Parent !!! 14 ioo . o  0 o . o  0 o . o 
Farmers 1 5  83 . 1 1 5 . 6  2 1 1 . 1 
Lay C i t i zens 1 c; 6 8 . 2 1 i 1 8 - 2 '.3 1) . 6  
TOTAL 14L� 77 . 8  29 1 5 - 7  1 2  6 .  5 
TABLE 72 
RESPONDF,NTS' LEVEL OF EDUCATION 
Groups Some Grade Eighth Grade Some HiRh H .  s .  Grad. Some C o l - C o l .  Other �o 
School Graduate School lep.e DeP.ree Response 
Number Number Number Number Number �umber Number Number 
Percent P erc ent Percen t Percent Percent Percent P e rc ent Percent 
School Roard 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 1 20 . 0  l 20 . 0  3 6 0 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  
C l e rP,ymen 0 o . o  1 6 - 2  0 o . o J 18. 8 1 6 . 2  9 56 . 2 1 6 . 2  1 6 . 2 
Teachers 0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  2 7 .  Li 2 c;  9 2 . 6 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Admin i s t rators 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o 7 87 5 1 1 2  5 0 o . o  
Bu sinessmen 0 o . o  0 0 - 0  1 6 . 7  5 3 3 - 3 c; 33 . 3  2 13 . 3  1 6 7 1 6 . 7  
J. H .  Students 2u 1 00 . 0 0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o 0 o . o  () o . o  0 0 - 0 0 0 0 
H .  s .  Students 0 o . o  0 o . o  23 100 - 0 0 o . o 0 o . o  0 o . o  0 0 0 0 0 0 
J .  H .  Parents 0 o . o 2 8. 3 0 o . o 4 1 6 . 7 6 2 5 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  1 4 . 2  
H. 5 .  Parents 0 o . o 0 o . o 1 4 . 3  6 26 . 1  5 21 . 7  2 8 . 7 0 0 0 0 o . o  
Fanners 0 o . o 2 1 1 . 1 0 o . o 1 0  5 5 .  ') 2 1 1 . 1  2 1 1 .  1 0 o . o 2 1 1 - 1  
Lay C i t i zens 0 o . o  0 o . o 1 4 . 5  8 3 6 . 4  2 9 .  1 3 13 - 6  4 1 8 - 2 4 1 8 - 2 
TOTAL 24 1 2 . 9 5 2 . 7  26 }/J, . 1 37 2 0 . 0 24 l J . O 5'.3 28 . 6  7 J . 8  9 4 . 9  
N 
0\ 
\0 
School Level 
K i n d e  rP,a rt en 
G r  n d c Sc�, o o 1 
J .  p . School 
High School 
Linc o ln Trail 
C o l l ege 
Other 
a 
TABLE 73 
Nm-1BF. R OF CHILDREN IN RRSPONDENTS1 FA.'! TLT't' S 
�o Childrena One Child Two Children Three 
Child ren 
Number Numbe r 1\�umb e r  Number 
P e rc ent Percent Percent Percent 
i 7li 9!.i . 1 1 1  5 . 9  0 o . o  0 o . o 
1 2 2  6 5 ·  9 !.t 2  2 2 - 7 l �  9 . 7  2 1 .  1 
1 28 69 . 2  50 2 7 . 0 7 3 . 8  0 o . o  
l 0 .5 5 6 .  8 56 3 0 . 3  2 0  1 0 . 8  4 2 . 2  
176 9 5 . 1 9 l.J, . • 9 0 o . o 0 o . o 
tl.J- 9 8 0 . 5 29 1 5 . 7 7 3 . 8  0 o . o 
Four Five 
Children C h i l dren 
or \fore 
Number Number 
P e rc en t  P e rc ent 
0 o . o 0 o . o 
1 0 . I) 0 o . o  
0 o . o  0 o . o 
0 o . o  0 o . o  
0 o . o 0 o . o  
f) o . o  0 o . o  
There was no means o f  obtaining a d i fferenc e between t ho s e  who had no children 
and tho s e  who did not respond · 
N 
..... 
0 
Groups 
Scho o l  Roard 
C l e r�ymen 
Teachers 
Admin i s t ra t o r s  
Businessmen 
J . H .  Student s 
H .  S · Students 
J .  H .  Parents 
H ·  s .  Parents 
Farmers 
Lay C iti zens 
TOTAL 
TABLE 74 
RESPONDENT S '  LENGTH OF RESIDENCE IN nOBINSON 
Less Than 
One Year 
Number 
Percent 
0 o . o  
2 1 2 .  5 
3 1 1 . 1  
0 o . o 
0 o . o 
1 LL 2 
3 lJ . O  
0 o . o 
0 o . o 
0 o . o 
0 o . o 
9 4 . 9  
1-3 Yrs. 
Numbe r  
Perc ent 
0 o . o 
8 5 0 . 0 
3 1 1 . 1 
1 1 2 . 5 
1 6 . 7  
1 4 . 2  
0 o . o  
1 7 . 7  
2 1 4 . 3  
1 5 . 6  
2 9 . 1 
20 1 0 . 8  
4-7 Yrs. 
Numbe r 
Percent 
0 o . o 
1 6 . 2 
3 1 1 . 1 
1 1 2 .  ') 
0 o . o 
7 29 . 2  
2 F L  7 
1 7 . 7 
1 7 .  1 
2 1 1 . 1 
1 4 . 5 
1 9  1 0 . 3  
8-1 1  Y r s .  12-15 Yrs . 
Number Number 
Percent P e rcent 
0 o . o  0 o . o 
1 6 . 2  0 0 0 
l 3 . 7  1 3 · 7  
2 2 5 . 0 1 1 2 - 5 
3 20 . 0  1 6 . 7 
8 3 3 . 3 5 2 0 . a 
1 4 . 3  6 26. 1 
1 7 . 7  2 1 5 .  !t 
1 7 . 1 1 7 . 1  
0 o . o 0 o . o 
2 9 . 1 1 J, 5 
2 0  1 0 . 8 1 8  9 . 7 
16-19 Yr!!I · 
Number 
Percent 
0 o . o 
0 () .  0 
3 1 1 . 1 
1 1 2 . 5 
1 6 . 7 
1 � . 2 
9 39 - 1  
1 7 . 7  
2 14 . 3  
0 o . o  
L� 1 8 .  2 
22 1 1 . 9  
20 o r  No 
Hore Response 
Yrs .  
Number Number 
Pe re en t Pe re en t 
5 1 00 . 0 0 o . o 
2 1 2 . c; 2 1 2 . 5 
1 2  44 . 4  1 3 . 7 
2 2 5 . 0 0 o . o 
8 SJ 3 1 6 . 7  
0 o . o 1 4 . 2  
0 o . o 2 8 . 7  
7 c;3 . 8 0 o . o  
7 50 . 0  0 o . o  
9 5 0 . 0  6 3 3  3 
8 3 6 . 4 4 1 8 . 2 
60 32 l.J, 17 9 2 
N 
--.i 
.... 
2 7  2 
TAR LE 7 r:,  
q-s SPONDENTS ' A 1"'1"17 �:nA :\TC F. I �! '10RINSO� SCHOOLS 
C'rroups Yes No No Response 
l\1umber ··umber Number 
Percent Perc en t  P e rc en t  
School Board h 8 0 . Q 1 2 0 . 0  0 Q . Q 
C l e rgymen 1 6 . 2  1 '3 8 1 . 2 2 12 . 5  
Teachers ') 29 . 6  1 9 7 0 . LJ.  0 o . o  
Admin i s t rators 0 o . o  � i oo . o  0 0 - 0 
!?usinessmen 8 113 . )  6 ''· 0 - 0 1 6 . 7 
J .  TI- Students 211 1 0 0 . 0 0 o . o  0 o . o  
H s .  Students 20 07 - 0  0 o . o  3 13 . 0  
J 1.f Paren t s  ,· ,  1�6 . 2 7 l)J . 8 0 o . o  
., S - Paren t s  L· 2 8 . 6 1 0  7 1 . 1� 0 o . o  , ,  . 
Farmers 7 J 8  9 9 1)0 . 0 2 1 1 . 1 
L ay C i t i zens 7 J l . 8 1 2 � I ,  C: ,.. . .) '.3 1 3 . 6  
TOTAL 9 0  4 8 . 6  8!/. 4 5 .  4 1 1  5 . 9  
273 
TARLE 7 6  
nr.:sPONDENTS' � ! '·:!�R"'." 'lSEIP TN C LUr}S ANn O T'lGANIZATIONS 
G roups Y e s  �!o r�o Response 
Number �1umber Number 
P e rc en t  Percent Percent 
School Roa rd ,, so . o  1 20 . 0  0 o . o 
C l e rgymen 9 s 6 . 2  1.,i 2 5 .  0 3 1 8 - 8 
Teachers 1 7  63 . 0  1 0  3 7 . 0 0 o . o  
Adm i n i s trators 6 7 5 . 0 2 2 1) . 0  0 o . o  
Businessmen 1 2  80 . 0  2 1 3 . 3  1 6 . 7  
J .  l{.  Students 8 33 . 3  14 58 . 3  2 8 . 3  
n .  s .  students 1 1  4 7 . 8  1 1  4 7 . 8  1 4 . 3 
J .  !-I. Parents 8 6 1 . 5 5 3 8 . 5  0 o . o 
H. s .  Parents 1 1  7 8 . 6 3 2 1 . 4  0 o . o 
Farmers 1.1 22 . 2  1 2  66 . 7  2 1 1 - 1 
Lay C it i zens 1 1  5 0 . 0  8 3 6 . 4  3 1 3 . 6 
TOTAL 1 0 1  _54 . 6  7 2  3 8 . 9  1 2  6 . 5 
TABLE 77 
RF: SPONDF.NTS' POLITICAL PREFERENC E 
Groups Very Liberal Slightly Moderate S l i gh t ly Con- Very Con- �o Response 
Liberal servative servative 
�umber Number Number Number Number Number 
Percent Perc ent Percent Percent P e rc ent Pere en t 
School Board 1 20 . 0  0 o . o 2 4o . o  2 l�O . O 0 o . o  0 o . o  
r:; 1 e r�v.,,f.l n  J 1 8 . 8 1 6 . 2  2 1 2 .  5 6 37 · 5  1 6 . 2 3 1 8 - 8  
Teachers 2 7 . 4 4 14 . 8  1 �  ) 5 5 . 6 6 22. 2 0 o . o  0 o . o  
Admini s t rators 0 o . o 1 1 2 - 5 6 7 5 . 0  1 12 . .5 0 o . o  0 o . o 
Bu s i n e s smen 0 o . o  1 6 . 7  6 � o . o  6 4o . o  l 6 . 7 1 6 . 7  
J .  H .  Students 2 8 . J J 1 2 - 5 10 41 . 7  6 2 5 . 0  2 8 . J 1 4 . 2 
H .  s .  Studen t s  5 2 1 .  7 6 26 . 1  7 3 0 . 0 /t, 17 . u  1 u .  'l 0 o . o  
J .  H. Paren t s  2 1 5 - 4  1 7 . 7 9 69 . 2 1 7 . 7  0 o . o  0 o . o  
H- s. Parents 1 7 . 1 0 o . o  4 2 8 . 6 6 42. 8 2 14 . 3  1 7 1 
Fanners 0 o . o 1 5 . 6 6 33 . 3  6 33 . 3  3 16 . 7  2 11 . 1  
Lay C it i zens 2 9 . 1  1 4 . 5 8 36 . IJ 8 J6 . I� 0 o . o 3 l J . 6 
TOTAL 18 9 . 7  19 10 . 3  7 5  4 0 .  5 52 28 . 1 10 5.  /J, 1 1  5 . 9  N ""-l 
� 
SU RV:-Y QlJE STI O?\"'IJA I qt' 
Are you i n t e r e s t ed in the schoo l  systen in Robinson 
c oa.�unity U n i t  D i s t r i c t  # 2 ?  Do you ever wish someone would ask 
you your opinion about the student s ,  t e ache r s ,  administrators,  
and scho o l  board? The a t t ached qu e s ti onnaire i s  you r opportunity 
to v o i c e  your opinion and have i t  cocparcd with others in the 
co1t1t:1unity . This qu e s t ionnaire i s  being sent to approximately 
3 6 0  p�ople in Unit f2 scho o l  d i s t r ic t .  
The qu e s t ionnaire i s  d e s igned to d i sc o v e r  the public school 
r e l a t ed valu e s  and a t t i t u d e s  of va rious groups of c it i z e n s  with­
in Robinson Cornaunity Unit D i s t r i c t  f 2 ,  Robinson , I l l i no i s .  The 
study i s  c o n c e rned with how we ll sati sfied c i t i zens of the 
Robinson scho o l  d i s t ri c t  arc with the i r  schoo l s .  The purpo se 
of the qu e s t ionnaire is t o  gather and analyze information con­
c e rning the c oamunity , n o t  to ridicule o r  pra i s e  any person ( s ) 
or group ( s ) in Robins o n .  The r e su l t s  of the s tudy wi l l  b e  made 
available for s c ru t iny t o  the c i t izens of Robinson. The resu l t s  
wi l l  a l s o  be made available t o  the board o f  ecuc a t i o n ,  the school 
adcini strato r s ,  teache r s , studen t s ,  and othe r s  in the hopes that 
if any lack o f  understanding o r  lack of c or.:n::iunication e x i s t s  
between the scho o l  and cooaunity , i t  wi l l  be worked out and 
thereby develop a c l o s e r  relat ionship between the scho o l  and 
COt:lr.lUn ity . 
This qu e s tionnaire i s  part of a stu�y being condu c t ed fo r 
a graduate c ou rse at E a s t e rn I ll in o i s  Univ e r s i t y ,  Cha r l e s ton,  
Il lino i s .  The refore , the naaes of those answering the question­
naire �.ri l l  reoain anonyoous becau se spec ific naoes are not 
n e c e s sary i n  the scope o f  the pro j e c t .  The naocs o f  the 
rcspondcn t 5  wi l l  be coopilcd to occt the nunbor and cat egory 
requ i reoent s ,  but the l i s t  o f  tho s e  naoes wi l l  renain con­
fident i a l .  Each questi onnaire is to rcoain u n s igned by tho 
respondent s .  The refore , ple ase f e e l  free to answer each 
q u P s t i on a s  fully and as candidly as po s s ible . 
P l e a s e  f i l l  out the a t tached qu e s t ionna i r e ,  put i t  unsigned 
into the enc l o sed r e t u rn env e l ope , anc drop it in the oa i l .  Q2. 
not � e i the r you r  nane .2.!: you r  add r e s s  o n  this envelope . 
Donald A .  Leinberger 
In the week of O c t obe r 19 , 1970, a qu e s t ionnaire about 
Robinson C olllI!lunity Unit 2 School and related valu e s  and a t t i­
tud e s  was mailed t o  you . Initial response has been good. In 
fac t ,  t o dat e already 120 have been returne d .  
The information from the que s t ionnaire wi l l  b e  u sed in 
a study c o nducted fo r a graduate course at E a s t e rn Illino i s  
Unive r s i t y ,  Char l e s t o n ,  Illino i s .  rho information wi l l  also 
be oade available to those in Unit 2 scho o l  d i s t r i c t  and any­
one e l s e  who i s  interes.ted in the study • If you have not 
comp l e t e d  the que s t i onnai re ,  I would l ike to encourage you to 
do so and return it t o  oe by Noveaber 9th so that the tabula­
t io n  pro c e s s  can begin . 
I f  you have �isplac ed the que s t i onnaire , please t e lephone 
me (544-7376 ) ,  and I will gladly give you another one . 
I f  you have already c ompl e t e d  the qu e s t ionnaire , may I 
thank you for your a s o i stance and say that your help wi l l  be 
of ine s t imable value in the succe s s fu l  cooplet ion of the 
pro j e c t .  
Sincerely you rs , 
Donald A .  Leinberger 
Are you interested in the school system in Robinson 
C oomunity Unit District #2? Do you ever wish someone would ask 
you your opinion about the student s ,  teacher s ,  .administrato r s ,  
and school board? The attached qu e s tionnaire i s  your opportunity 
to voice your opinion and have it compared with others in the 
c ommunity. This questionnaire i s  being sent to approximately 
3 6 0  people in Unit #2 school d i s t ric t .  
The qu e s t ionnaire i s  de signed to discover the public school 
related values and attitudes of various groups of c i t i zens with­
in Robinson Col!lr:1unity Unit District # 2 ,  Robinson, Il linois . The 
study i s  concerned with how well s a t i s fied c i t i zens of the 
Robinson school district arc with their scho o l s .  The purpo s e  
o f  the qu e s t ionnaire i s  t o  gather and analyze information con­
c e rning the cor.ununity , not to ridicule o r  praise any person ( s )  
o r  group ( s )  in Robinson. The results o f  the study will be made 
available for scrutiny to the c i t izens of . Robinson. The r e su l t s  
will a l so b e  made available t o  the board o f  education, the school 
adrnini str�t o r s ,  teache r s ,  student s ,  and others in the hopes that 
if any lack o f  understanding o r  lack of . c omounication e x i s t s  
between the school and cor:u:iunity , it will b e  worked out and 
thereby develop a c lo s e r  relat ionship between the school and 
cor.10unity . 
This qu e s tionnaire i s  part o f  a study being condu c t e d  for 
a graduate course at Eastern Illinois University, Charleston, 
Illino i s . The refore , the na�e s o f  tho s e  answering the question­
naire will reoain anonyoou s because specific na�es are not 
necessary i n the scope o f  the pro j e c t .  The naoes of the 
respondents wi l l  be cocpilcd to oeet the nuober and cat egory 
requ i reoen t s ,  but the l i s t  o f  those naoes wi l l  remain c on-
fident i a l .  Each que s t ionnaire i s  to recain unsigned by the 
respondent s �  'Iberefo re ,  please f e e l  free to answer each 
question as fully and as c andidly as possibl e .  
Please fill ou t the at tached qu e s tionnaire , put i t  unsigned 
into the enc l o sed return envelope , and drop it in the mai l .  
not � eithe r  your naoe .2.!: you r  address .£!!. this envelope . 
Donald A .  Leinberger 
Do 
� 
Group 
QUE STIONNAIRE 
Dire c t i o n o  
Hol-:r clo you :f e e l  nbou t  the :::;cho o l o ?  Thnt i o  t1hv. t I t·mnt 
you to t e l l  oe in thi o qu e o t i o nnni re . 
It i o  enoy fo do . In oo o t  c a s e o , yo� oc re ly check the 
anotter that t e l l o  hott you fe e l .  
Annt·re r  every qu e o t i on . P l ea!Je f e e l  f r e e  t o co.lee nny c ocJrJen t o .  
Ps> . .QQ.t � yo•_1 r nnrJe 2.!2 thi n pnpcr .  
1 �  For the purpo o c  of the au rvcy , we need t o  have a rouah 
ind i c ation o f  the incooe· of y o u r  far1 i l y .  
D. .  Below $3000 a y ear 
b .  $ 3 001-$6000 
c .  $6001-$9000 
d .  :$9001-$ 1 2 ' 000 
e .  $ 1 2 , 001-$ 1 5 , 000 
f .  $ 1 5, 001-$ 2 5 , 000 
,t? . $ 25 , 001-$ 3 5 , 000 
h .  O v e r  $ 3 5 , 000 
2 .  In what nge �roup do you belon;;? 
n .  U n d e r  14 y e n r o  of ngc 
b .  14-19 
c .  20• 0 
d .  ) O ' n 
c .  4o • o  
f .  50 • 0  
� ·  6 0 • 0  nnd ove r  
J .  Type o f  rc :::i idence 
n .  hou o c ---
___ b .  npnrtnont 
c .  t r a i l e r  ---
4 . Do you ot·m o r rent t·rhcrc you nrc prc ::;c n t l y  livina? 
a .  Ot·rn ---
b .  Rent ---
5 •  E duc at ion ( Check tho hi�h e o t  arndc conp l c t e d )  
___ n .  aooc grndc ;,chool 
b. e icrhth crrnde �rndu a t e  ---
___ c .  none hiah !1choo 1 
___ d .  hiGh acho o l  arndunte 
____ e .  oooc c o l lc�c 
---f .  c o l l ege dccrrcc 
-----�g · other ( trndc ochoo l ,  j u n i o r  o r  :::i c nio r hicrh ochool 
ntudcnt , e t c . ,  v l c n o c  opoc i fy ) 
6 .  Ind i c a t e  the number o f  children in you r family currently 
enro l l e d  in the following: 
a .  kindergarten 
---b .  grade school 
---
c .  junior high school 
---
�---d ·  high school 
e .  Lincoln Trail C o l lege 
�---f .  othe r ( pl e a s e  spec i fy ) 
7 .  How long have you r e s id e d  i n  Robinson? 
a .  Le s s  than one y e a r  
b .  1-3 years 
c .  L�-7 years 
d .  8-11 y e a r s  
e .  12-15 y e a r s  
r .  16-19 years 
g .  20 o r  more years 
8. Did you a t t end school in Robinson? 
a .  Ye s ---
b .  No 
---
If "yen , "  i n d i c a t e  which one ( s ) .  
a .  grade school 
---b .  j u n i o r  high school 
---
___ c .  high schoo 1 
9 .  Do you belong to any c lub� o r  orga n i z a t i o n s  in Robinson? 
a .  Yes 
---
b .  No 
---
If nye s , n  indic a t e  which one ( s ) .  
1 0 .  Row do you f e e l  your neighbors regard the schoo l s  in 
Robinson? 
a .  Favorable ---
b .  Unfavorable 
c .  Do not ttnow 
---
P l e a s e  explain. 
2 
3 
1 1 .  How do you feel the churches regard the scho o l s  in Robinson? 
a .  Favorable 
---
b .  Unfavorable 
---
c .  Do no t know 
---
P l e a s e  explain. 
1 2 .  How do you feel the ma j o rity o f  the teachers regard the 
scho o l s  in Robinson? 
---
a .  Fa·,-orable 
b .  Unfavo rable 
---
c .  Do not know 
---
P l e a s e  explain. 
1 3 .  How d o you feel most students regard the schoo l s  in 
Robinson? 
a .  Favo rable 
---
b .  Unfavo rable 
---
c .  Do not know 
---
P l e a s e  explain. 
14. How d o you feel mo st bu sines smen regard the scho o l s  in 
;Robinson? 
a .  Favorable 
---
.b .  Unfavo rable 
---
c .  Do not know 
P l e a s e  expla i n .  
1 5 .  Do you f e e l  the scho o l s  arc too lenient toward student 
misbehavior of a s e r i o u s  nature? 
a .  Yes 
---
b .  No 
c .  Do not know 
---
16 . Do you f e e l  U n i t  #2 schoo l s  have t o o  many ru l e s  for 
students to f o l low? 
a .  Y e s  
---
b .  No 
---
c .  Do not know 
---
P l e a s e  explai n .  
4 
1 7 .  Do you think there i s  a n e e d  i n  Robinson for a new junior 
high school or a midd l e  school? 
a .  Y e s  
---b . • No 
c .  Do n o t  know 
---
P l e a s e  e x p l a i n .  
18. Wou ld y o u  v o t e  f o r  a bond refe rendum in o r d e r  to finance 
a new j u n i o r  high school? ( If you are a studen t , wou ld 
you v o t e  for one if you were an adu l t? ) 
a .  Y e s  
---. b . No 
---
c .  Do n o t  know 
---
1 9 .  How we l l  do you f e e l  you know the members o f  the school 
board? 
a .  V e ry we l l  
---
___ b .  Fairly we l l  
c • rJ o t a t  a 1 1  
---
2 0 .  How w e l l  do you f e e l  you know the ma j o ri t y  o f  the Robinson 
school admi n i s t ra t o r s ?  
---
---
a .  Very w e l l  
b .  Fairly 1:rn l l  
c .  Not a t  a l l  
---
2 1 .  How w e l l  do you f e e l  you lcnow the ma j o ri t y  o f  the Robinson 
high school t eachers? 
---
a .  Very t1e ll 
b. Fairly we l l  
---
---
c .  N o t  a t  a l l  
2 2 .  How we l l  do you f e e l  you know the majority o f  the junior 
high scho o l  teachers? 
a .  Very we ll 
__ __,b . Fairly we l l  
c .  I-Jot at a l l  
---
5 
23 . How we l l  do you feel you know the maj o rity of the e l ementary 
scho o l  teachers? 
a • V e ry t1e 11 
---
b .  Fairly we l l  
---
c .  Not at a l l  
---
24. Do you f eel adu l t s  are encouraged to v i s i t  the Robinson 
schoo l s ?  
a .  Yes 
---
b .  No 
---
c .  Do n o t  know 
---
2 5 .  Shou ld adu l t s  v i s i t  the schoo l s ?  
a .  Y e s  
---
b .  No 
---
c .  Do not know 
---
2 6 .  Are parents too lenient o r  too hars� in d i sc iplining? 
a .  Too lenient 
---
b .  Too harsh ---
c .  Just right 
---
d .  D o  not know 
---
2 7 .  I s  there effec t ive c ommunication and und e r s t anding between 
the students and teachers of Unit #2? 
---
.
a •  Yes , u sually 
b .  Y e s ,  sometices 
---
c .  No , rarely 
---
d .  Never 
---
e .  Do n o t  lcnow 
---
2 8 .  I s  there e f f e c t iv e  communication bctl'reen the Robinson 
t eachers and school adminis trators? 
a .  Y e s ,  usually 
---
b .  Ye s ,  some t i� cs 
---
c .  No , rarely 
---
d. Never 
---
---
e .  Do not kno\·1 
6 
29 . I s  there effec t ive cor.10unicat ion between parent s and teachers? 
---
a .  Y e s , u s u a l ly 
b .  Y e s , soae tine� 
---
c .  No , rarely 
---
d .  Never 
---
---
e .  Do n o t  !cnow 
3 0 .  Is there e ff e c t ive coliE1unication between s tudents and 
p a r e n t s  o f the Robinson school d i s t r i c t ?  
---
a .  Y e s , u su a l l y  
b .  Ye s ,  soae t io e s  
---
___ 
c .  rlo , rarely 
d .  Never 
---
e .  Do not �cnow 
---
J l .  I s  the re effe c t iv e  coonu n i c a t i o n  between parents and 
school adoini strators? 
___ a .  Y e s ,  u su a l ly 
___ 
b .  Y o s ,  s ome t ice s 
___ c .  No , rarely 
d .  Never ---
---
e .  Do n o t  know 
32 . I s  there effe c t ive coo�u n i c a t i o n  between students and 
adnin i s t rators of Di s t ri c t  #2? 
___ a .  Y e s ,  u su a l ly 
___ 
b .  Yes , so�etimes 
___ c .  No , rarely 
d .  Never ---
---
e .  Do n o t  know 
3 3 •  I s  there effec tiv e  concu n i c a t i o n  between parents and the 
school board? 
___ n .  Y e s ,  u su a l ly 
___ b .  Y e s ,  sonet ir.le s 
___ 
c .  H o ,  rarely 
d .  Bever ---
r .  Do no t know 
---
3l} . I s  there e ffec t ive c or.mu n i c n t ion be tl.-e on students and the 
schoo l board? 
___ a .  Y e s , u su a l l y  
___ b .  Y e s , soaetir.rns 
___ c .  No , rarely 
d .  Never 
---
---
e .  Do n o t  know 
7 
Do y o u  believe that the Robinson C oaju n i t y  U n i t  Di s t r i c t  #2 
school board a c c u ra t e ly reflec t s  the g o a l s  or aios of the 
coocunity? 
a .  Yes 
---. b . No ---
c .  Do n o t  know ---
3 6 .  Do you believe that the scho o l  adoini s t ra t o r s  accurately 
r e fl e c t  the g o a l s  or aios of the Robinson school d i s t r i c t ?  
a .  Y e s  ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do n o t  lmo w  ---
J 7 .  Do you b e l i ev e  that the teachers o f  the u n i t  accurately 
refle c t  the goa l s  or aios o f  the c oooun i t y ?  
a .  Y e s  ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do n o t  know ---
3 8 .  Individuals who have a t t ended Robinson scho o l s  should be 
given preferenc e i n  the d i s t r ic t ' s  er.tploying o f  teachers 
or adoini s t ra t o rs . 
a .  Y e s  ---
b .  No ---
---c .  Do n o t  know 
3 9 .  Individu a l s  who d i d  n o t  a t t e nd Robinson s c h o o l s  should be 
given preferenc e in the d i s t ri c t •  s er.1ploying o f  teachers 
or adaini s tr a t o r s . 
a .  Yes ---
b .  No ---
---c .  Do n o t  lcnow 
4 0 .  Do you f e e l  the s c ope o f  e x t ra-curric ular a c t ivi t i e s  should 
be broadened to include oo r e  s t u d e n t  pa rtic ipation? 
a .  Yes ---
b .  No ---
---c .  Do not know 
4 1 .  Do you f e e l  the c u r r i c u lu::! of the u n i t ' s  grade s c ho o l s  
ace� the n e e d s  o f  the s t u d e n t s ?  
a .  Y e ::>  ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do n o t  kn0t:• ---
4 2 .  Do you f e e l  the c u r 1 i c u luc o f  the Robinson j u n i o r  high 
school n e e t s  the nec-ds of the student s? 
a .  Y e s  ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do n o t  know ---
8 
43 . Do you feel the curricu luo of the senior high school oeets 
the needs of the students? 
a .  Ye s ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do not know ---
44 . Do you feel Unit #2 s c ho o l s  shou ld d i r e c t  their prograo to 
a specific type of student? 
a .  Y e s  ---
b .  Iro ---
c .  Do not know ---
I f  " y e s , "  please check ns oany categories as apply . 
�--a •  acadeoica l ly gifted 
b.  very slow learners ---
___ c .  phy si c a l ly handicapped 
___ d .  l e a rning disabi l i t i e n  
___ e .  soc ially naladju�ted 
f .  v o c a t io n a l  student ---
���g · other ( p l e a s e  apecify ) 
� 5 .  Do you feel the school in the d i s t r i c t  should stress 
c o llege bound o r  vocat ionnl su b j e c t s ?  
___ a .  c o llege bound sub j e c t s. 
___ b .  vocational sub j e c t s  
c .  both ---
d .  do not know ---
___ e .  other (please spe c ify ) 
46 . With regard to po l i t i c s ,  wl'lich o f  the fol lowing do you 
consider yourself to be? 
---a .  Very liberal 
b. S l ightly liberal ---
c .  Moderate ---
___ 
d .  S l ightly c o n s e rvntive 
---e .  Vo�y c o n s e rvative 
4 7 .  On the averag e ,  how ouch tine do students spend on hooe­
work each school day? 
a .  Hone ---.b .  Le ss th<'.ln � hou r 
c .  Between � - l hour ---
d .  1 - l� hou rs 
e .  lt - 2 hours ---
f .  Mo re than 2 hours ---
g .  Do not know ----
48. In general, are the teachers o f  the u n i t  too inconsistent 
in thei r  d i s c ipline ( sooetioos too 9 t ri c t ,  sooetiaes not 
s t r i c t  enough) to suit you? 
a .  Y e s  
---
b .  No 
---
c � Do not lcnow 
---
P l e a s e  explain . 
49 . In g e n e ra l ,  i s  the d i s c ipline in the d i s t r ic t ' s  schools 
too � t r i c t  o r  not s t r i c t  enough? 
a .  It i s  ouch too s t r i c t .  
b .  I t  i s  too s t r i c t .  
c .  It is about right . 
d .  It i s  not s t r i c t  enough. 
e .  It is nowhe re n c a r l;r s t r i c t  enough. 
f .  I do not know. 
P l e a s e  explai n .  
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50 .  Do adu l t �  i n  Robinson Coonu n i ty U n i t  # 2  appear t o  be 
i n t e re s t ed in the who l e  s c ho o l  conc ept ( philo sophy of the 
s c hool , the way it i s  run ,  nnd the r e su l t s  of the school ) ?  
a .  Y e s  
---
b .  No 
---
c .  Do not know 
---
P l e a s e  expla i n .  
5 1 .  In g e n e ra l ,  a r c  s a t i s fi e d  o r  d i s sa t i s f i e d  with the way 
s t u d e n t s  are beinc t r eated by the t e a c h e r s  and o th e r  
offic i a l s  o f  the u n i t ?  
---
n .  Very ouch s a t i s f i e d  
b .  S a t i s f i e d  
---
c .  Half and Ha l f  
---
d .  D i s s a t i s f i e d  
---
---
e .  Very ouch d i s s a t i s f i e d  
---
r .  I have no o � i n i o n .  
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Other than going to school when it has been necessary as a 
studen t ,  teacher, o r  a s  a paren t ,  how many times have you 
vi s i ted the school in the past year? (Please do � include 
a t t endance at public func t i ons such as sports and musical 
event s . ) 
a .  None 
b .  1-2 times 
c .  3-4 times 
d. S-6 times 
e.  7-8 times 
r .  9 - 1 0  times 
g. More than 10 
On the average , do children in ijobinson schoo l s  spend too 
much o r  too l i t t l e  time on homework each school day? 
a .  Much too much ---
b .  Too much 
---
c .  About the right amount 
---
d .  Too l i t t l e  
---
e .  Much too l i t t l e  
---
____ r . I have no opinion . 
54 . A l l  things considered, how much do you think students are 
getting out of their schoo lwo rk? 
a .  About a l l  that they could get 
---
___ b .  Somewhat l e s s  than they could get 
___ c .  Considerably l e s s  than they cou l d  get 
___ d .  A great deal l e s s  than they could get 
___ 
e .  I have no opinion. 
55• Do you think the students partic ipate in a s  many student 
activities ( c lubs , _ part i e s ,  plays , athle t ic s ,  e tc . )  in the 
unit ' s  schools a s  you think thoy shou ld? 
___ a. They take part in more than I think they shou ld . 
____ b .  They take part in a s  many as I think they shou ld. 
--�
c ·  Tiley do not take part in as many a s  I think they 
___ d .  I have no opinion . 
56 . Are you s a t i s fied o r  di ssatisfied with the teaching methods 
u s e d in Robinson Community Unit 12? 
a. Very we l l  sati sfied 
---
b .  Satisfied 
---
c .  About half s a t i sfied and half dissati sfied 
---
---
d .  D issatisfied 
____ c .  Very much d i s s a t i s fied 
f .  I have no opinion. 
---
Please expla i n .  
57 . 
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O f  you feel that the students are not gett ing as much 
out o f  their schoolwork as they c ou ld ge t ,  what do you think 
the reasons are? (Check !!.!. that t e ll why . ) 
a .  They do not study hard enough. 
�--.b .  The work is too ha rd . 
c .  They do not understand the a s s ignment s .  
�---d .  Teachers d o  not give enough individual help. 
e .  Teachers do not give enough at tention to slow 
---
learn e r s .  
r .  Not enough opportu n i t i e s  for rapid learne r s .  
---g .  They have to o much scho o hfOrk to d o  ( a s signments 
too large , o r  too many sub j e c t s ) .  
h .  They do t o o  much work outside schoo l .  
---
i .  They spend to o mu ch t ime on student activities ---
( part i e s ,  c lu b s ,  athl e t ic s ,  otc . ) .  
___ j .  They are not interested in schoo lwor!-::. 
k .  Other reasons ( pl o a s e  spe c i fy )  
---
5 8 .  How do you feel  about the amount o f  money students need in 
order to take part fully in scho o l  l i f e ?  ( C onsider text­
books , du e s ,  assemb l ie s ,  play s ,  game s ,  part i e s ,  danc e s ,  
charity drives , newspapers , y e a rbook s ,  c la s s  rings, 
sweaters , insuranc e ,  et c . )  
___ a . It takes a l t ogether t o o  much money. 
___ b .  It takes far too much money . 
-�-c •  It takes about the right amount o f  money . 
___ d .  I have no opinio n .  
59 . How do you get info rraation about the scho o l s  in the 
Robinson distric t?  ( P l e ase ran� acco rding to source of 
informe. t ion -- numb e r  1 means frequent source of info rma­
t io n ,  2 ,  '.} ,  e tc . } .  
a .  Att ending o r  v i s i t ing the scho o l  
---
b .  Going t o  P .T .A . ,  parent s '  night , etc . 
---
___ c .  Talking with chi ldren 
___ d .  Talking with adu l t s  
___ e .  Going t o  scho o l  g�me s ,  play s ,  etc . 
___ f • Reading the scho o l  nct·rnpapc r ,  yearbook, etc . 
__ __..g .  Reading the c i t y  ne\·rspapers 
h. Helping pupils with homeuo rk. ---
---i .  Hearing ta lks about the school at c lub meetings, 
on the radio , etc . 
6 0 .  Do you f e e l  that Unit # 2  t eachers are pnid t o o  mu ch o r  too 
l i t t l e  for the work they are expec ted to do? 
____ a .  I f e e l  v e ry 5trongly that teachers are paid too much. 
___ b .  I am i n c l inP-d t o  f e e l  that teachers are paid too 
much. 
___ c .  Teachers arc paid about the right amount . 
�--d ·  I am inc lined to f e e l  t eachers are not paid enough. 
____ e .  I f e e l  very st rongly that teachers are not paid 
enough. 
--�-f • I have no opini o n .  
1 2  
6 1 .  Some peopl e  f e e l  that the o n l y  way the schoo l can �ee� up 
with the s e rvi c e s  they are now giving i s  to increase tax e s .  
If this turns ou t to b e  tru e ,  should taxes b e  increased or 
sc hool serv1c eS'"1>e-Cut? 
___ 
a .  I s t rongly feel that t a x e s  shou l d  be increased to 
expand the s e rv i c e s  now offered in the school 
d i s t ric t .  
b .  I am inclined to feel that taxes should be in-
---
c reased t o  expand the servic e s  now offered in 
the scho o l  distric t .  
c .  I am not sure . 
---d .  I am incl ined to feel that schoo l  serv i c e s  should 
be cut . 
��-
e �  I s t ro ngly feel that school s e rv i c e s  should be cut . 
6 2 .  If scho o l  s e rv i c e s  in the distric t should be c u t ,  please 
l i s t  whic h  one s .  
63 . If taxes should be increased to expand scho o l  servic e s ,  
please  l i s t  which s e rv i c e s  should b e  expanded and/ o r  added. 
6 4 .  Which, if any o f  the fo llowing things , would you like to 
s e e  Robinson Com.�unity Unit D i s t r i c t  #2 do no re about? 
( C heck a l l  that you wou ld like to see r.iore done abou t . ) 
a .  More emphas i s  on t eaching children t o  get along ---
with others 
___ 
b .  More chanc e s  for � children to learn sports and 
recreat ional a c t ivi t i e s  
c .  More attention to s e x  educ ation 
---
d .  More a t t en t i o n  to the problc�s of fanily life 
---
___ c .  More attention to the probleoc o f  c i ty ,  s t at e ,  and 
national governacnt 
___ f .  More study of the cethods of propaganda 
___ g .  More study of hot1 to u s e  ooney ld s e ly 
___ 
h .  More attention to reading 
---i .  More attention to arithoctic 
___ j .  More attention to public and s o c i a l  speaking 
k. More art education ---
---
1 .  More mu s i c  education 
m .  Other 
---
6 5 .  What school ru l e s  do you c o n s i d e r  to be bad o r  unnec e s sary? 
l'.3 
6 6 .  What schoo l  ru l e s  do you c onsider to be no s t  ioportant? 
67 . Do you feel that Unit ffe 2  adoinist rators are paid too much 
o r  t o o  l i t t l e  for the work they a r e  expected t o  do? 
a .  I f e e l  very st rongly t ha t  they are paid too much. ---
b .  I ac inc lined t o  f e e l  that they are paid too much. 
c .  Adainistrators are paid about the right amount . 
---
d .  I am inc lined t o  f e e l  that they a r e  not paid enough. 
---
---e .  I feel .very s t rongly that they are not paid enough. 
---
f .  I have no opinion . 
6 8 .  What prograns or � c  rvic e s  \'.rou l d  you like t o  s e e  added t o  
the pres ent ed�c a t i onal �rogruo i n  the d i s t ric t ' s  schools?  
69 . What prograos or sc·rvic e s wou ld you like to  s e e  dropped 
froo the p r e s ent educ ational �ro�rao in the d i s t ric t ' s  
schoo l s? 
7 0 .  What part o f  you r Olm scho o l  ex�crience do you feel has 
been of the no s t  help t o  you? 
7 1 .  Do you b e l i eve that cxpanDion of the scho o l  district to 
a county-wide d i s t r i c t  tti l l  be benefi c i a l ?  
a .  Y e s  ---
b. No ---
c .  Do not kno\-.r ---
P l ease exp lain . 
72 . Rank the fol lowing a c c o rd i!'lg t o  the oo s t  iapo rtant sourc e of 
leade rship f o r  the un i t ' s  edu c a t ional prograns . ( Nuober 1 
neans mo st impo rtant !JOttrc c ,  2 ,  J ,  e tc . )  
a .  Students 
---
b .  Parents 
---c .  Schoo 1 boa rd 
d .  Teachers and adnini s t rators 
---
---
e .  C o l l eges and univc r s i t i e �  and the i r  e du c a t i onal 
staffs 
73 . Are mo st of the t eacher3 and adoinistra t o r s  involved and 
concerned about the Robinson cor:u_1Unity? 
n. .  Yes ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do not know ---
Plen.se explain� 
74 � Do you feel that teachers and adoini s t ra t o r s  in your 
<l i. s t r i c t are t o o  c r i t i c a 1 of the c o nr.lu nit y? 
a .  Yes ---
b .  No ---
c .  Do not lmow ---
7 5 .  Do you beli eve teachers should keep their apprai s a l s  of 
the cor.tr.lunity t o  thcn s c lv e s ?  
a .  Yes ---
b .  No ---
---c .  Do n o t  knol1 
P l e a s e  explain. 
7 6 .  Are you sati sfied with the qu ality of work t e achers do 
a t  the scho o l s  in the c onnunity? 
a. Very we l l  sati sfied 
---. b . Satisfied ---
c .  About half and half ---
d .  Dis sat i s fied ---
---c .  Very ouch d i s s a t i s fi e d  
___ 1 . I hnve no opinion. 
P l e a s e  explain. 
7 7 .  Do you believe that the real crs t a t c  property throughout 
the scho o l  d i s t ri c t  has been fa irly a s s e s sed? 
a.  Yes 
---. b . No ---
c .  Do not know ---
14 
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7 8 .  A r e  you satisfied with the qu e l ity o f  vork adnini s t �ators 
c.o at the schoolD in the c oor.!u ni ty? 
a .  Very tto l l  3 a t i s f i c d  
---b. Satisfied 
c .  About half and ha l f  
---d .  Dissatis fied 
---
---
e .  Very nuch d i n 3a t i s fied 
f .  I have no opinion . 
P l ease explain. 
7 � ·  A r c  you sat i s fied with the qu a l i t y  of ttork the board of 
�rl1 1 r :'l t i o1 1  d o e s ?  
___ a.  Very we ll s a t i s fi e d  
b .  Satisfied 
---
c .  About ha l f  and half 
---
d .  Disoatisfied 
---
---
e .  Very nuch di s oa t i s fied 
___ f .  I �ave no opinion . 
Please explain. 
80. Are you s a t i s fied with ho·.-1 the schoo l s in Unit I Z  a r c  
being operated? 
___ a .  Very we l l  nati::;ficd 
b .  S a t i sfied ---
c .  About ha lf and half 
---
d .  D issatisfied 
---
---
e .  Very nuch di s s � t i s fi cd 
___ f .  I have no opini o n .  
P l ea s e  explain . 
81 . P l ea se  answer the fol lowing q u e st io n if you aro u parent 
of a school-age chi l d .  
Doe 9 the scho o l  s e en re�lly t o  ca r•.? nbout you r chi ld? 
( Parents of sec ondary school pup i l s · ansver p�rt � only. 
Parents o f  e l cncntary scho o l  children answer pa rt b only . )  
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a .  How aany of you r chi ld ' s  t eachers �eca really t o  care 
about your child as a pcrzon uho needs syr:ipa the t ic 
unders tanding and a t t ent ion? 
a .  A l l  o r  alao s t  a l l  
b .  liO!i t 
c .  About ha l f  
d .  Few 
e .  None o r  alao !i t  none 
f .  I have no opinion . 
P l ease explain . 
b .  Doe s  your child ' s  t eacher s c ea really t o  care about 
you r chi ld? 
a .  Yes 
---
b .  No ---
c .  Unce rtain 
---
P l e a s e  expla i n .  
82 . P l e a s e  f e e l  free t o  add any add i t i onal coonents which 
aay o r  nay not pertain t o  s�ccific qu e s t i ons . 
APPFNDIX C 
FOLLOW-UP LF.TTr. t"I 
In the week o f  O c t obe r 1 9 ,  1 9 7 0 ,  a qu e s t ionnaire about 
Robinson Comounity Unit 2 Scho ol and re lated va lues and atti-
tude s was mailed to you . Initial response has been good. In 
fac t ,  to date already 1 2 0  have be e n  retu rne d .  
The infor�ation fro� the que s t ionna ire wi l l  be u sed in 
a study c o nduc t ed for a graduate courne �t E a s t e rn Illinois 
Unive rsity , Charle s t o n ,  Illino i s .  fhe infornation will also 
be oade available to those in Unit 2 school d i s t r i c t  and any­
one else who i s  interest ed in the study . I f  you have not 
completed the que s t i onnaire ,  I would l ike to enc ou rage you to 
do so and return it to oc by Novcnber 9th so that the tabula­
tion pro c e s s  can begin . 
If you have �isplaced the ques t i onnaire , please t e l ephone 
me ( 544-7376 ) ,  and I will �ladly give you another one . 
If you have n l rcady conpleted the qu e s t ionnaire , may I 
thank you for your a s s i stance and say that you r help will be 
o f  inestiaablc value in the suc c e � sfu l  coop l c t ion o f  the 
pro j ec t .  
Since rely you r s ,  
Donald A .  Leinberger 
